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JOHNNY CHUNG: HIS UNUSUAL ACCESS TO 
THE WHITE HOUSE, HIS POLITICAL DONA- 
TIONS, AND RELATED MATTERS 


THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 13, 1997 

House of Representatives, 
Committee on Government Reform and Oversight, 

Washington, DC. 

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:15 a.m., in room 
2154, Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Dan Burton (chairman 
of the committee) presiding. 

Present: Representatives Burton, Morelia, Cox, Ros-Lehtinen, 
McHugh, Horn, Mica, Davis of Virginia, McIntosh, Souder, Shad- 
egg, Sununu, Pappas, Snowbarger, Barr, Portman, Waxman, Lan- 
tos, Kanjorski, Sanders, Maloney, Barrett, Norton, Fattah, 
Cummings, Kucinich, Davis of Illinois, Tierney, Allen, and Ford. 

Staff present: Kevin Binger, staff director; Richard Bennett, chief 
counsel; Dudly Hodgson, chief investigator; Barbara Comstock, 
chief investigative counsel; Judith McCoy, chief clerk; William 
Moschella, deputy counsel and parliamentarian; Teresa Austin, as- 
sistant clerk/calendar clerk; Will Dwyer, director of communica- 
tions; Ashley Williams, deputy director of communications; Dave 
Bossie, oversight coordinator; Robert Rohrbaugh, James C. Wilson, 
and Uttam Dhillon, senior investigative counsels; Charli Coon, 
Kristi Remington, Bill Hanka, and Jennifer Safavian, investigative 
counsels; Phil Larsen, investigative consultant; Jim Schumann, in- 
vestigator; Robin Butler, office manager; Carolyn Pritts, David 
Jones, and John Mastranadi, investigative staff assistants; Phil 
Schiliro, minority staff director; Phil Barnett, minority chief coun- 
sel; Kenneth Ballen, minority chief investigative counsel; 
Agnieszka Fryszman, Kristin Amerling, Christopher Lu, Andrew 
McLaughlin, Michael Raphael, Michael Yang, and Michael Yeager, 
minority counsels; Harry Gossett, minority professional staff mem- 
ber; Ellen Rayner, minority chief clerk; Jean Gosa and Andrew Su, 
minority staff assistants; and Sheridan Pauker, minority research 
assistant. 

Mr. Burton. Good morning, a quorum being present, the Com- 
mittee on Government Reform and Oversight will come to order. 

Before Mr. Waxman and I begin our opening statements, we will 
dispose of some procedural matters. First of all, I ask unanimous 
consent that all Members’ statements be included in the record. 

And without objection, so ordered. 

[The prepared statement of Hon. Danny K. Davis follows:] 

( 1 ) 
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STATEMENT OF DANNY K. DAVIS (IL) 
“Campaign Finance Reform Investigation” 


Mr. Chairman, we assemble here today to continue the investigation of 
campaign finance abuses from the 1996 election cycle. Today we examine 
Johnny Chxmg and his unusual access to the White House, his political 
donations and related matters. 

While I am encouraged that this hearing is taking place, I can not help but 
remain somewhat pessimistic because as I reviewed the depositions of the 
witnesses before us they shed no further light on the issue of foreign influence 
in our political process. In particular, one of the witnesses before us Ms. 
Maggie Williams has had to spend over $250,000 in legal fees throughout this 
investigation and expend money to come from France to appear before this 
Committee. I suppose what is most concerning is that Ms. Wilhams was 
questioned for over 10 hours without a lunch break. 

The real issue before us today is not conduit payments to the Democratic 
National Committee, rather when will we begin to have serious debate on 
reforming the eampaign finance laws. We must seize the moment and 
provide real reform if the people are to believe that we are serious. 

It is no secret that the current system of campaign finance laws are severely 
flawed. These laws threaten the very essence of our democracy. It is 
imperative that we reform the current system and send a message that this 
government is not for sale. We must eradicate the notions that money can 
buy justice, elections and anything else you want in America. The current 
system has too much money in it. It is tantamount to capitalism run-amucfc. 
This is capitahsm at its very worst. This is the vultureness of capitahsm 
which undermines the very essence and ideals of democracy. We must send 
the message that no part of our government system can be bought or 
purchased. 

Campaign finance reform is one of the critical issues of the day. The stakes 
are too high for us to dally around and do nothing about campaign finance 
reform. There have been over 70 bills introduced in this Congress alone 
regarding campaign finance reform and the leadership has yet to schedule 
debate on any of them. 
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This Committee has spent over $3 million on this investigation and held only 
three hearings to date. The hearings have revealed no new information that 
was not already uncovered by the Senate investigation. Unfortunately, we 
continue to waste valuable taxpayer dollars by holding hearings just for the 
sake to hold hearings. 

History has thrust on our generation an indescribably important destiny — ^to 
complete a process of campaign finance reform — to make democracy real in 
the lives of each and every American. This is our opportunity to make the 
magnificent words of the constitution and declaration of independence ring 
tme — ^that this is in fact a govermnent “by and for the people” — not by and 
for the rich and wealthy, but by and for all the people irrespective income, 
gender, or color. 

I urge that we get serious about campaign finance reform and begin to look at 
legislative initiatives that seek to close campaign finance loopholes. Again, 
thank you for this opportunity Mr. Chairman. 

Thank you. 
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Mr. Burton. I ask unanimous consent that all exhibits, articles, 
and extraneous or tabular material referred to during this hearing 
be included in the record. 

Without objection, so ordered. 

I ask unanimous consent that the depositions of Maggie Wil- 
liams, Evan Ryan, and Gina Ratliffe be made a part of the record. 

Without objection, so ordered. 

I ask unanimous consent that Members be able to use the deposi- 
tions of Carol Khare and Kelly Crawford in open session. 

Without objection 

Mr. Waxman. Reserving the right to object, and I will not object, 
but I do want to indicate that it is our desire that those three depo- 
sitions be made public. 

We are withholding a unanimous consent request while our law- 
yers look at those depositions to see if there is any reason that they 
ought not to be made public. I just want to point that out. We will 
hopefully come back to this issue later. I withdraw my reservation 
to the unanimous consent request. 

Mr. Burton. Without objection, so ordered. 

In concurrence with the minority, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Members be able to use the depositions of Ari Swiller, Dick 
Morris and Eric Sildon in open session. 

Without objection, so ordered. 

I ask unanimous consent that the depositions of Carol Khare and 
Kelly Crawford be made a part of the record once they have had 
the opportunity to review their deposition pursuant to committee 
rule No. 20. 

Without objection, so ordered. 

Questioning in the matter under consideration shall proceed 
under clause 2(j)(2) of House rule 11, and committee rule 14, in 
which the chairman and ranking minority member allocate time to 
committee counsel as they deem appropriate for extended ques- 
tioning, not to exceed 60 minutes per panel, equally divided be- 
tween the majority and minority. 

Today, we are going to begin 2 days of hearings regarding John- 
ny Chung, his political donations, and his unusual access to the 
President of the United States. 

Today’s hearing will focus on his controversial $50,000 contribu- 
tion to the Democratic National Committee in March 1995, the role 
of the First Lady’s office, his success in gaining access to the Presi- 
dent for Chinese associates, and his involvement in the Harry Wu 
affair. 

Mr. Chung has been subpoenaed to appear before this committee. 
As everyone knows, he has invoked his fifth amendment right 
against self-incrimination. We are continuing to have discussions 
with his attorney, who has asked that Mr. Chung testify in execu- 
tive session. At this point, it is our plan to conduct a deposition 
with Mr. Chung tomorrow morning before making a final deter- 
mination on that matter. 

These are our first hearings on Johnny Chung. They will not be 
our last. We will not try to answer all of the questions that have 
been raised about him in just 2 days. This is an area that we will 
return to in the coming months. 
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Johnny Chung contributed $366,000 to the Democratic National 
Committee. All of that money has been returned because of sus- 
picions about its legality. 

While all the answers are not in yet, these suspicions appear to 
be well-founded. In addition to his donations to the DNC, this com- 
mittee has obtained clear-cut evidence that employees of Johnny 
Chung arranged conduit contributions to the Clinton/Gore cam- 
paign. Committee staff has interviewed three individuals in Cali- 
fornia, who contributed $1,000 each to the Clinton/Gore campaign 
and were reimbursed in cash by an employee of Johnny Chung. 

This hearing is not, however, just about Johnny Chung. This 
hearing is about a White House that attracted him like a magnet. 
This is a story about a President who was starved for cash and did 
not mind going all out to get it. 

Johnny Chung wanted to use the White House, and this is a 
White House that was willing to be used. 

In a Los Angeles Times article this summer, Johnny Chung said, 
quote, “I see the White House is like a subway, you have to put 
in coins to open the gates.” 

Where did he get this impression? It is not hard to figure out. 
This is the same White House where hundreds and hundreds of 
major donors, complete strangers, were invited to sleep over in the 
Lincoln bedroom at the President’s directive. This was the same 
White House where over 100 fund-raising coffees were held by the 
President. This was the same White House where convicted stock 
swindlers and drug traffickers found their way into intimate gath- 
erings with the President. This was the same White House where 
John Huang and Charlie Trie were roaming the hallways with con- 
troversial figures like James Riady of Indonesia and Ng Lap Seng 
of Macau. 

Time after time, we are seeing that the President and his people 
were more than happy to be used, as long as the money kept flow- 
ing in. 

Johnny Chung was described by one National Security Council 
aide as a, quote, “hustler.” More and more this description appears 
to fit. To Johnny Chung, the White House and the President were 
promotional tools for his business ventures. 

His promotional booklet for his fax business features no less than 
12 photos of the President and the First Lady. There are another 
dozen photos of Mr. Chung in various rooms at the White House. 
He was aggressively using this booklet to recruit new investors for 
his company. One California investor was so impressed with Mr. 
Chung and his connections with the President that he and his fam- 
ily invested over $900,000 in Johnny Chung’s company. Within 
months, he realized he had made a mistake and sued to get his 
money back. 

Johnny Chung was also working very hard to develop business 
ties in China. When the Los Angeles Times asked him about his 
efforts to get Chinese officials in to see the President of the United 
States, he said, “I am trying to build a new business in China, so 
I am happy to do my best to help.” 

In March 1995, Johnny Chung wanted to get six well-placed Chi- 
nese nationals into the White House to see the President. He went 
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to see Richard Sullivan at the DNC. He offered to make a substan- 
tial contribution if he could get them in and arrange this meeting. 

Mr. Sullivan would not set up the meeting. In his Senate deposi- 
tion, Mr. Sullivan said, “Johnny Chung had made me nervous. Him 
showing up with these five people from China ... I had a sense 
that he might be taking money from them and then giving it to us, 
you know. That was my concern.” 

Mr. Chung was not deterred. He went to the First Lady’s office 
at the White House. Mr. Chung has said in news interviews that 
the First Lady’s Chief of Staff was willing to help him, but that she 
solicited a large contribution from him to help pay off the DNC’s 
debts to the White House. Mr. Chung said that he readily agreed 
to donate $50,000. This charge is denied by Mrs. Clinton’s Chief of 
Staff, Margaret Williams. We will hear testimony from her today. 

Mr. Chung has also stated that he was told that the First Lady 
was aware of his contribution. I will ask the staff at this point to 
play that portion of his interview that Mr. Tom Brokaw had with 
him. 

Would you put that on right now, please? I hope the sound sys- 
tem is working. 

[Video tape presentation was shown.] 

Mr. Burton. One by one, Mr. Chung’s requests were quickly 
agreed to. It apparently took a flurry of phone calls between the 
White House and the DNC before the final and most important re- 
quest was filled: admission to the President’s Saturday morning 
radio address. After interviewing and deposing several people over 
the last 2 weeks, we still do not know who gave the final approval 
for this request. We will ask several of our witnesses today who 
gave the final approval. We need to know that. However, it appears 
that this may remain an even greater mystery than who hired 
Craig Livingstone. 

There are three important questions that we would like to try to 
answer on this issue: First, did the White House staff solicit cam- 
paign contributions in exchange for official favors? Second, why 
wasn’t anyone asked to screen foreign nationals being brought into 
the President, as was done in previous administrations? Third, was 
Mr. Chung’s donation itself legal? 

We have 2 days to try to resolve these three questions. We will 
see how far we get. 

I think that it is interesting to note that Richard Sullivan, the 
finance director of the Democrat National Committee, would not 
set up a meeting with the President, because he was concerned 
that Mr. Chung’s contributions may have come from a foreign 
source. I will repeat his words once again: “I had a sense that he 
might be taking money from them, (his Chinese associates), and 
giving it to us.” 

However, when Mr. Chung’s $50,000 check came in, it was read- 
ily accepted, no questions asked. In fact, Mr. Chung contributed a 
total of $190,000 after that date. 

Were Mr. Sullivan’s concerns justified? The facts aren’t all in yet. 
Mr. Chung’s finances are difficult to unravel. However, here is 
what we do know about the $50,000 donation. 

On March 6, Johnny Chung received a $150,000 wire transfer. 
The money came from the Haomen Tangshan Beer Co. in Beijing. 
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Mr. Chung escorted the chairman of this company to see President 
Clinton in December 1994. At the time, there was less than 
$20,000 in Mr. Chung’s account. 

On March 9, the day of his meeting with Mrs. Clinton, Mr. 
Chung wrote a check to the DNC for $50,000. 

What do these transactions mean? We honestly don’t know. Was 
this a conduit contribution? Was this $150,000 legitimate income 
earned by Mr. Chung’s business? We don’t have the answers yet. 
We hope to ask Mr. Chung these questions tomorrow. 

If nothing else about the way the White House dealt with Johnny 
Chung generates any outrage, the case of Harry Wu should. On 
June 19, 1995, human rights activist Harry Wu was arrested in 
China. He was trying to expose slave labor conditions there. This 
set off a lengthy and very delicate area of negotiations to win his 
release. 

When Johnny Chung met the President in a receiving line at a 
fund-raiser, he informed the President that he was going to go to 
China and try to get Harry Wu released. According to Johnny 
Chung’s account, the President urged him to go on. 

Mr. Chung sent a fax to both the White House and the DNC 
stating that he needed a letter of credentials so that the Chinese 
Government would know that he was there on the President’s be- 
half. He told the DNC that he was going to meet with the Presi- 
dent of China. 

This should have set off alarm bells. He should have immediately 
received a call from the White House. He should have been told 
that this was an extremely sensitive situation and that it had to 
be handled by professional diplomats. Instead, he apparently got no 
response from the White House. 

What he did get was a letter of credentials and encouragement 
from the head of the Democrat National Committee, Mr. Fowler. 
The chairman of the DNC was perfectly prepared to allow one of 
his major contributors to go blundering into a very delicate situa- 
tion with God knows what consequences. 

At the same time Mr. Fowler’s letter was being prepared, an- 
other DNC official, Bobby Watson, was calling the White House to 
warn them that Mr. Chung was on his way to China, and that he 
intended to represent to the Chinese Government that he was 
speaking for the President of the United States. In other words, 
they knew that they shouldn’t have been doing what they were 
doing, but they did it anyway, and then they tried to contain the 
damage. 

By the time the National Security Council found out about this, 
Mr. Chung was already on his way to China. It was too late. 

Far East expert Robert Suettinger stated in a memo to Anthony 
Lake: “All we can do is hope the Chinese recognize Chung’s creden- 
tials are thin, and that his message should be treated with caution. 
No one in the administration has any idea of what he plans to say 
on the subject of Harry Wu. 

“In the Harry Wu case, however, he could conceivably do dam- 
age, depending on what he says and how much credibility he car- 
ries with Beijing.” 

Mr. Suettinger’s comments pretty much say it all. He will be tes- 
tifying tomorrow. 
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Was the Clinton White House that desperate to humor Johnny 
Chung and keep the money flowing? A man’s life and freedom were 
hanging in the balance. Would no one call Johnny Chung and stop 
him from forging ahead into this explosive situation? 

We have two panels of witnesses over the next 2 days. We have 
serious issues to deal with. We have a lot of ground to cover. As 
I said earlier, we are not going to try to answer all of the questions 
about Johnny Chung and the White House over the next 2 days. 
However, I hope that we will make a dent. 

I look forward to hearing the testimony of Ms. Williams and 
other witnesses today, and I now recognize Mr. Waxman for this 
opening statement. 

Mr. Waxman. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

This is not a hearing about economic espionage or foreign agents 
or conspiracies to infiltrate our political system or any of the more 
sensational charges that we heard about earlier this year. This is 
a hearing about campaign contributions and access, and that is an 
important topic, especially if we have any genuine interest in re- 
forming our campaign finance system. 

I think Robert Suettinger will testify tomorrow, providing the 
best description of Johnny Chung in a 1995 memo. That memo ap- 
peared in the New York Times on February 15th, warned that Mr. 
Chung should be treated with a pinch of suspicion. Mr. Suettinger 
wrote, “My impression is is that he’s a hustler and appears to be 
involved in setting up some kind of consulting operation.” 

I think that is right. Nothing in the materials that the committee 
has received indicates anything else. Johnny Chung was acting in 
his self-interest to make money. And in doing so, he did what thou- 
sands of other people do in Washington every year. He set out to 
gain access. 

Now, one of the reasons the public ridicules politicians is that in 
these instances we invariably have selective outrage. When Repub- 
licans buy or sell access. Democrats howl. When Democrats buy or 
sell access, we have Republican outrage. 

We specialize in self-righteousness and ignore the overwhelming 
reality, and that reality is that money buys access. To pretend oth- 
erwise is ridiculous. 

I have a page from the Senate Republican Campaign committee’s 
1996 manual. It provides advice on fund-raising to Republican can- 
didates, and has a section entitled: “Why do people give money?” 
It lists three reasons. One, they know you and like you; two, they 
believe in similar issues, (usually small donors); three, to gain ac- 
cess to power. 

So there is no misunderstanding, I am not suggesting that only 
Republicans think this way. There is probably nearly identical ad- 
vice given to the Democrats in our campaign finance manuals. 
Johnny Chung and thousands others fall into category No. 3. They 
are in the business of politics and money brings enhanced access. 

I am amazed that anyone would be surprised by this. If Jane 
Smith, just a regular constituent, called any member of this com- 
mittee and asked for a meeting, the answer would probably be no. 
That is a reality of politics. We have too many requests and we 
can’t meet with everyone. But if Jane Smith and her husband had 
given $2,000 each and then called our staffs, the chances are pretty 
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good that there would he a meeting. And that is a cold reality of 
politics today. 

It may, and I hope it does, bother us. We should find it repug- 
nant and we should come clean to the American people and admit 
what they already know is true. In the scheme of things, Johnny 
Chung was not a hig player by Washington standards. He is 
dwarfed by the money and access that tobacco companies and oth- 
ers like Archer Daniels Midland or Amway enjoy. Nonetheless, the 
record shows Mr. Chung gave hundreds of thousands of dollars and 
then visited the White House over 50 times. He ate in the Mess, 
attended a radio address, sat in the movie theater, attended par- 
ties, and schmoozed. The only thing it seems he didn’t do is ask 
for any policy favors. 

It could be that the White House extends these privileges to 
every American that asks. I am skeptical and find it impossible to 
believe that Mr. Chung would have had the same opportunities had 
he not given campaign contributions. 

Another reality of politics is that this didn’t start with Johnny 
Chung. I have an article from May 1, 1992, by Lars-Erik Nelson, 
and that should be of great interest to this committee. It was given 
to me by my Uncle Ben, who was looking through some of his pa- 
pers, and I want to read parts of this article. The headline says: 

President Bush and his campaign team recognize dollars, ignore donors. Who is 
that distinguished gentleman sitting at the head table with Michael Kojima? Why, 
yes, it’s President Bush. And there’s Barbara, too. Aren’t they lucky to be rubbing 
shoulders with Michael Kojima at this gala President’s dinner? 

A better question, of course, is who is Michael Kojima to be seated with the Presi- 
dent? And the answer to that is, nobody has a clue. Kojima simply donated $400,000 
to a Republican fund-raiser and was made an honored guest. 

He is described as a Los Angeles businessman, but his office address is a front, 
rented space in a law firm where he never shows up. His voting address is also a 
fake; it’s his wife’s business address. 

He shows up in no newspaper clippings. The California secretary of state has no 
listing for his business. California politicians, both Democrat and Republican, have 
never heard of him. 

The organizers of the President’s dinner, which raised $9 million for Republican 
congressional candidates, admit they are mystified about Kojima. This is the first 
time he has appeared as a heavy-hitting contributor, and, as GOP spokesman Rich 
Galen explained, you don’t cross-examine a guy who writes checks with so many 
zeros after the dollar sign. 

Lots of things stink in your Nation’s capital, but this President’s dinner absolutely 
reeks. 

One of the cochairmen, James Elliot, is a convicted felon, in connection with an 
S&L racket, who was lobbying for a Presidential pardon. He figured selling tickets 
to the President’s dinner might help his cause. Surely, it would. If he could sell 
$92,000 worth of tickets, he gets to be photographed with the President. 

There is worse, however. According to a suit filed in Illinois, Elliot leaned on em- 
ployees of his company. Cherry Payment Systems, to buy $l,500-per-plate tickets 
to the President’s dinner if they knew what was good for them. William Neiss, an 
employee who refused, said he was fired as a result. 

President Bush, of course, is horrified that anyone would lean on people to sup- 
port the Republican Party. Bush has been in politics for 28 years, but he is like unto 
a newborn babe when it comes to the subject of campaign contributions. 

Also, he has nothing, in principle, against selling access to himself. Spokesman 
Marlin Fitzwater explained: “It’s buying access in the system, yes,” he said. “That’s 
what the political parties and the political operation is all about.” 

Now, you and I were not born yesterday. Certainly it is a long-established practice 
that the extremely wealthy can buy their way into the system, buy invitations to 
state dinners in the White House, buy photo opportunities with the President, buy 
a lunch with Vice President Quayle, ($20,000), or even buy Ambassadorships, 
($ 100 , 000 ). 
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Generally, however, the politicians who peddle this access know who is bu 3 dng it. 
In the case of Kojima, they have no idea. They don’t know who he is or what he 
does or where his money comes from. He called himself an international business 
consultant, but what could that mean? The Bank of Credit and Commerce Inter- 
national was an international business. Manuel Noriega was in international busi- 
ness. 

The Secret Service checked only to make sure he posed no physical threat to the 
President. As for embarrassing Bush, the Secret Service couldn’t care less. “We don’t 
veto his guest list,” a spokesman said. Oddly, the Republicans don’t care who 
Kojima is, either. They just look at the check, cash it, and ask him where he wants 
to sit. 

After 2 days of searching all available records for Michael Kojima, all I can tell 
you about him is this: Whoever he is, whatever he does, and whatever he wants 
out of life, he has more access to President Bush than you ever will. 

Well, there it is. Before we had a Clinton administration, or any 
of us had ever heard of Johnny Chung, we had money, access, 
international consultants, coercion to contribute, and a willingness 
to accept money with no questions asked. As Yogi Berra once said, 
it is deja vu all over again. 

Was it wrong that Michael Kojima could work the system so that 
he could sit by President Bush’s side? Absolutely. Should we be dis- 
gusted? Absolutely. Was it wrong that Johnny Chung could work 
the system so that he could be at President Clinton’s side? Abso- 
lutely. Should we be disgusted? Absolutely. 

Mr. Chairman, I know that on many occasions you have said 
that it is not the system that is broken. I think you are dead 
wrong. The system is a farce. Johnny Chung is an equal oppor- 
tunity opportunist. And I want, if we could, to show a couple of 
photos of him. 

We know about him with President Clinton. But he was also able 
to get photographs and access to the Speaker of the House, Newt 
Gingrich. The majority leader. Senator Bob Dole. 

Mr. Chairman, I know you oppose reforms that fundamentally 
change how we finance campaigns and I think you are wrong 
again. The only legitimate purpose our hearings can serve is to 
change the system. If we had public financing, I believe we would 
have a whole lot less of Michael Kojimas and Johnny Chungs to 
worry about. 

One last point. Our first witness today is Maggie Williams and 
she is here voluntarily. She has already been deposed in the Senate 
for 8 hours, and in the House for over 10 hours. 

She now lives in Paris and made a special trip to be here today. 
She worked for the Clinton administration for 4 years. No one has 
produced any evidence that she ever acted illegally or unethically, 
notwithstanding that she has already incurred over a quarter of a 
million dollars in legal fees. I think in most cases people don’t go 
into public service for the money. But this is ridiculous. 

Ms. Williams, having reviewed your depositions, I think the Sen- 
ate made the right choice by not calling you as a witness. I am not 
sure why you are here, but I want to thank you for coming here 
today and tell you that I look forward to your testimony. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mr. Waxman. 

Ms. Williams, would you rise so that you can be sworn, please? 

[Witness sworn.] 

Mr. Burton. Be seated. 
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Ms. Williams, on behalf of this committee, we welcome you here 
today. You are recognized for 5 minutes, if you wish to make an 
opening statement. If it is longer than that, we will include your 
entire statement in the record. 

STATEMENT OF MARGARET A. WILLIAMS, ACCOMPANIED BY 

ED DENNIS, ESQ. 

Ms. Williams. Thank you. Good morning, Mr. Chairman, Mr. 
Waxman, members of the committee. You have asked me to come 
here today to address you concerning Johnny Chung. 

I will tell you what I know of this matter. There are many things 
that I do not know and will be unable to assist you with, but those 
things that I know about, I am more than happy to answer your 
questions this morning. 

I do not remember the exact circumstances of my first introduc- 
tion to Johnny Chung. I know I met him early in the first term of 
the Clinton administration. I do remember the story he told me at 
our first meeting. He told me that Mrs. Clinton’s encouragement 
was important to the success of his business. He credited her with 
his professional achievements and told me she remained a signifi- 
cant inspiration in his life. 

His enthusiasm for Mrs. Clinton, I will tell you, bordered on the 
worshipful. Mr. Chung would not and seemingly could not stop say- 
ing how much he admired her. He was highly emotional about his 
support for her, and I did not doubt his sincerity. This initial inter- 
action with Mr. Chung became the context for my association with 
him. At some point, I also learned that he was a contributor to the 
Democratic National Committee. 

As has been reported in the media and recorded in the visitor 
entry records, Johnny Chung came to the buildings in the White 
House complex a number of times. Many of those entries were ar- 
ranged by my assistant, Evan Ryan. Long before Mr. Chung re- 
quested that he be cleared through my office for entry into the 
White House complex, he routinely would be in the Old Executive 
Office Building and stop by my office which housed the First Lady’s 
staff. Our staff office, unlike most of the offices in the Old Execu- 
tive Office Building, kept the reception door open. The open door, 
a rotating picture gallery featuring the First Lady busy with her 
many activities, stacks of reprinted speeches available for the tak- 
ing, and a huge cardboard cutout of the First Lady, a favorite site 
for visitor photos, encouraged unscheduled drop-bys from interns, 
visitors with other business in the Old Executive Office Building, 
family members, and friends. The reception area was a welcoming 
place and we made it that way on purpose. 

Mr. Chung visited the First Lady’s office in the Old Executive Of- 
fice Building more often than most. Like other visitors to our recep- 
tion area, he typically would spend time viewing the pictures, using 
the phone reserved for guests, chatting with anyone and everyone 
worMng or passing through the front of our office. His many visits 
and then his constant requests later to be cleared into the complex 
did provoke complaints from both my volunteers and my staff. 
They found his visits to be a nuisance. They found his personal 
manner irritating. Indeed, there were times when I walked through 
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other offices to avoid running into Mr. Chung when I was espe- 
cially busy. 

Nevertheless, the standard of treatment I demanded for Johnny 
Chung was the same standard of treatment I demanded for all of 
our visitors and supporters who came into the Old Executive Office 
Building. I continued to require that the First Lady’s staff, whether 
they wanted to or not, extend every courtesy to him. And I in- 
structed my staff to be tolerant of both his visits as well as his re- 
quests. 

Now, to be honest, any special treatment given to Mr. Chung 
represented my efforts to compensate to some degree for the snick- 
ers that sometimes occurred during his inartful and sometimes con- 
founding use of the English language. He could be embarrassingly 
aggressive. He was like a bull in a China shop is, but he was never 
unkind. He was never rude. He was different, it was clear. It was 
clear to me; it was clear to my staff that he was different. He was 
different socially and culturally, and it showed. Sometimes pain- 
fully so. And as an African American, I can tell you, I know what 
it means to be different in politics in America, and be on the out- 
side of things and struggle mightily for insider status and recogni- 
tion. And so I, perhaps, had an especially high tolerance for Mr. 
Chung. 

A prime example of his aggressive and I believe sometimes sim- 
ply misguided behavior was his persistent requests to give money 
directly to Mrs. Clinton. He wanted to demonstrate his financial 
support for her. On more than one occasion I told Mr. Chung this 
was not possible, although his offer was much appreciated. 

In response to his requests, I told him he could support Mrs. 
Clinton by supporting the DNC. So when he asked me how can I 
give, how can I show support, I told him support the DNC or per- 
haps give to the Clinton/Gore campaign. Write Mrs. Clinton a note 
and tell her how much you appreciate the work she is doing for our 
country. Help the President and Mrs. Clinton’s legal defense fund. 
These were my standard responses to anyone asking me how they 
could help or show their support for the Clintons. 

I do not remember if I ever responded to Mr. Chung’s requests 
to give money to Mrs. Clinton by directing him to the President 
and First Lady’s legal defense fund, although it is likely that I did. 
I do know that when Lynn Cutler, one of the founders of the Back- 
to-Business Committee, asked if I knew Clinton supporters who 
would be spokespersons or contributors to the group, Mr. Chung’s 
name was one of the four or five people I recommended that she 
talk to. 

One day Mr. Chung came to the Old Executive Office Building. 
I believe that either in the reception area of my office in the Old 
Executive Office Building or in the hallway leading into the recep- 
tion area, Mr. Chung pressed me to take a check for the DNC. He 
was both excited and insistent, saying words to the effect, “I give 
to the DNC through you; I give through the First Lady’s office.” 

Now, I did not encourage Mr. Chung to believe that presenting 
me or someone in my office with a campaign contribution or a DNC 
contribution would result in any credit with me or my office, nor 
did I encourage him to believe that our office was a conduit for 
campaign contributions of any kind. 
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And now, in retrospect, after having had depositions of nearly 15 
hours about this matter, after coming here and leaving my new 
husband in Paris, France, in retrospect, I could have been equally 
insistent, I suppose, that I could have been rude and refused to 
take the check from him. But it made no sense to me at that time 
to do anything than take the check, quiet him, shorten our encoun- 
ter, remain gracious, and get on with what I had to do. 

I believe I put the check in my outbox leaving an assistant or 
volunteer to direct it to its appropriate destination, as I had done 
with other checks that my office had received through the mail. 

Entry records to the White House complex suggest that Mr. 
Chung had a picture taken with Mrs. Clinton on the same day he 
gave me that check to pass along to the DNC. I did arrange for Mr. 
Chung to use my personal account at the White House lunchroom. 
PossiWy more than one time — my personal account, the account 
that I pay for with my own money. 

Both arrangements were the type I had made for others, includ- 
ing Members of Congress, members and friends of the administra- 
tion, staff, visitors, and family, on numerous occasions. I needed no 
special motivation to do for Mr. Chung what I had done for others. 

[The prepared statement of Ms. Williams follows:] 
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STATEMENT OF MARGARET WILLIAMS 
BEFORE THE UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT REFORM AND OVERSIGHT 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 

NOVEMBER 13, 1997 


Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee, you have asked me to address this Committee 
concerning Johnny Chung. 

I do not remember the exact circumstances of my first introduction to Johnny Chung. I know I met 
him early in the first term of the Clinton Administration. I do remember the story he told me at our 
first meeting. He told me that Mrs. Clinton’s encouragement was important to the success of his 
business. He credited her with his professional achievements and told me she remained a significant 
inspiration in his life. His enttiusiasm for Mrs. Clinton bordered on worshipful. Mr. Chung would 
not and seemingly could not stop saying how much he admired her. He was highly emotional about 
his support for her, and I did not doubt his sincerity. This initial interaction with Mr. Chung becaihe 
the context for our future association. At some point I also learned he was a contributor to the 
Democratic National Committee. 

As has been reported in the media and recorded in the visitor entry records, Johnny Chung came to 
the buildings in the White House complex a number of times. Many of those entries were arranged 
by my assistant Evan Ryan. Long before Mr. Chung requested that he be cleared through my office 
for entry into the White House, he routinely stopped by the office of die Old Executive Office 
Building which housed the First Lady’s staff. Our staff office, unlike most of the offices in the 
OEOB, kept the reception room door open. The open door, a rotating picture gallery featuring the 
First Lady busy with her many activities, stacks of reprinted speeches available for the taking, baked 
treats prepared by volunteers and a huge cardboard cutout of the First Lady (a favorite site for visitor 
photos) encouraged unscheduled drop-bys from interns, visitors with other business in the OEOB, 
family members and friends. The reception area was a welcoming place. 

Mr. Chung visited the First Lady’s Office iii the Old Executive Office Building more often than 
most. Like other visitors to our reception area, he typically would spend time viewing the picture 
gallery, using the phone reserved for guests and chatting with anyone working or passing through 
the front office of the suite. His many visits and then his constant requests to be cleared into the 
complex provoked complaints from volunteers and staff who were seated in the reception area. It 
was not a secret that many on my staff found his visits to be a nuisance and his personal manner 
irritating. Indeed, there were times when I walked through other offices to avoid running into Mr. 
Chung when I was especially busy. Nevertheless, the standard of treatment I demanded for Johnny 
Chung was the same standard of treatment I demanded for all of our visitors and supporters. I 
continued to require that the First Lady’s staff extend every courtesy to him, and I instructed my staff 
to be tolerant of both his visits and his requests. 
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To be honest, any special treatment given to Mr. Chur^ represented my efforts to compensate for 
the snickers that sometimes occurred during his inartful and sometimes confounding use of the 
English language. He could be embarrassingly aggressive -- sometimes like a bull in a china shop - 
but he was never unkind. He was different -- socially and culturally — and it showed, sometimes 
painfully so. As an African American I knew what it meant to be different, on the outside of things 
and struggling mightily for insider status and recognition, and so I had an especially high tolerance 
for Mr. Chung. 

A prime example of his aggressive and 1 believe sometimes simply misguided behavior was his 
persistent requests to give money directly to Mrs. Clinton. He wanted to demonstrate his financial 
support for her. On more than one occasion, 1 told Mr. Chung this was not possible, although his 
offer was much appreciated. In response to his requests I told him he could support Mrs. Clinton 
by supporting the DNC. So when he asked how he could give and show his support, I told him he 
could “support the DNC” or “Give to the Clinton-Gore campaign.” “Write Mrs. Clinton a note and 
tell her how much you appreciate the work she is doing for our country,” “Help the President’s and 
Mrs. Clinton’s Legal Defense Fund” — these were my standard responses to anyone asking me how 
they could show their support for the Clintons. I do not remember if I ever responded to Mr. 
Chung’s requests to give money to Mrs. Clinton by directing him to the President and First Lady’s 
Legal Defense Fund, although it is likely that I did. I do know that when Lynn Cutler, one of the 
founders of the Back to Business Committee, asked if I knew Clinton supporters who would be 
spokespersons or contributors to the group, Mr. Chung’s name was one of the four or five people 
I recommended she talk to. 

One day Mr. Chung came to the Old Executive Office Building. I believe that either in the reception 
area of my office in the OEOB or in the hallway leading into the reception area, Mr. Chung pressed 
me kindly to take a check for the DNC. He was both excited and insistent, saying words to the effect 
“I give to the DNC through you, through the First Lady’s Office.” I did not encourage Mr. Chung 
to believe that presenting me or someone in my office with a campaign contribution or DNC 
contribution would result in any “credit” with me or my office, nor did I encourage him to believe 
that our office was a conduit for campaign contributions of any kind. In retrospect, I could have 
been equally insistent, risked rudeness and refused to lake the check from him. But it made no sense 
to me at the time to do anything other than take the check, quiet him, shorten our encounter, remain 
gracious and get on with what I had to do. I believe I put the check in my outbox leaving an 
assistant or volunteer to direct it to its appropriate destination as I had done with other checks that 
my office received through the mail. 

Entry records to the White House complex suggest that Mr. Chung had a picture taken with Mrs. 
Clinton on the same date he gave me that check to pass along to the DNC. I did arrange for Mr. 
Chung to use my personal account at the White House lunchroom, possibly more than one time. I 
did arrange for him to have a picture with Mrs. Clinton. Both arrangements were the type I had 
made for others -- members of Congress and the Administration, staff, friends, visitors and family 
on numerous occasions. I needed no special motivation to do for Mr. Chung what I had done for 
others. 


2 
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Mr. Burton. Thank you, Ms. Williams. I will now start our ques- 
tioning with Mr. Bennett. 

Mr. Waxman. Mr. Chairman, yes, before you do, I want to apolo- 
gize that I have to go to another committee where they are holding 
a hearing on tobacco. I will return in time to ask some questions 
of you, Ms. Williams. 

Mr. Bennett. Good morning, Ms. Williams. 

Ms. Williams. I’m sorry, I didn’t hear your name. 

Mr. Bennett. My name is Dick Bennett. I have been the chief 
counsel for the last 2 months. I don’t believe — ^you did not testify 
before the U.S. Senate. 

Ms. Williams. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Bennett. We felt it was important to have you testify here 
publicly. I thank you for coming and 

Mr. Burton. Excuse me; could you pull the mic closer to you to 
be sure to hear you. 

Ms. Williams. Certainly. 

Mr. Bennett. For the record, I note that you are represented by 
an old friend of mine, Mr. Ed Dennis from Philadelphia. Mr. Den- 
nis, it is nice to see you. 

Ms. Williams, if at any time you need to refer to Mr. Dennis, in- 
dicate that and I will give you the time. Also, Mr. Lanny Brener 
from the White House is back. Mr. Brener, nice to see you, and we 
will not call you forward to testify. 

Mr. Breuer. I appreciate that. 

Ms. Williams. I have one more thing. Could you explain the 
lights? 

Mr. Bennett. The lights. The light is green while I am speaking, 
then it comes to yellow as I begin to — I think it is 3 minutes left 
and it will turn yellow. When it hits red, I am to stop. 

Ms. Williams. OK. 

Mr. Bennett. And if you see it go red and I am still talking, tell 
me to shut up. You can tell me that if you want. 

Ms. Williams, you served as Chief of Staff to Mrs. Clinton from 
the very first days of the Clinton administration until May of this 
year; is that correct? 

Ms. Williams. Yes, sir, that is correct. 

Mr. Bennett. Were you always the Chief of Staff for Mrs. Clin- 
ton? 

Ms. Williams. I always felt I was the Chief of Staff. 

Mr. Bennett. And that was your title the entire time you were 
at the White House? 

Ms. Williams. My entire title was Assistant to the President and 
Chief of Staff to Mrs. Clinton. 

Mr. Bennett. I think you indicated in your opening statement 
that Mr. Chung’s enthusiasm for Mrs. Clinton bordered on the wor- 
shipful. I believe that was your word. 

Ms. Williams. Yes, sir, that was my word. 

Mr. Bennett. In fact, Mrs. Clinton had showed some kindness 
to Mr. Chung previously; had she not? I will put on the screen, if 
I can, exhibit 232, a letter of April 26, 1993, and the exhibits are 
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there for you, Ms. Williams, or you can look on the TV screen in 
front of you. It might assist you. 

The letter of April 26, 1993, is a letter to Mr. Chung from Mrs. 
Clinton, and as you can see, that is not just a form letter; it is a 
sincere letter noting personal things in Mr. Chung’s life, correct? 
[Exhibit 232 follows:] 
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April 2t, 1993 


Hr. Johnny Chunq 
Praildant t CEO 
Tiltorm Ine. 

100 North Barranca Avanua 
Savanth Floor 

waat Covina, California 91791 


Uaar Hr. Chungi 

Thank you for your lattar and my 
apologlaa tor not ^attln? baok to you 
aoonar. 


It appaara from tha corraepondanoa 
you hava had with fadaral and atata 
offlclala, and with tha privata aaotor, 
that you ara alraady on tha ri^ht track. 
Havartha 1 aaa , I wlah you coed luok with 
your Innovativa ayataa. 


Slncaraly youra. 



aa Clinton 



f D 0 1 B 5 9 1 
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Ms. Williams. I do not know if it’s not a form letter. 

Mr. Bennett. It certainly directs attention to personal items in 
his life; does it not? To your knowledge, she was supportive to Mr. 
Chung and kind to him; wasn’t she? 

Ms. Williams. Yes, she was. 

Mr. Bennett. And, indeed, in terms of your opening statement 
where you noted that he visited the office 

Mr. Lantos. Do you have copies of that letter? 

Mr. Bennett. I believe you do as an exhibit. Congressman Wax- 
man. It is exhibit 232 in the exhibit book before you. Exhibit 232 
in the exhibit book right before you, sir. Letter of April 26, 1993. 

Mr. Lantos. May I make an inquiry of counsel? 

Mr. Bennett. You certainly may, sir, yes. 

Mr. Lantos. You are referring to this as a letter indicating a per- 
sonal relationship? 

Mr. Bennett. No, sir. I’m just indicating the kindness that Mrs. 
Clinton showed to Mr. Chung. I am not indicating a deep personal 
relationship between Mrs. Clinton and Mr. Chung, no, sir. 

Mr. Lantos. Let me read this letter, to be sure we read the same 
letter: 

Dear Mr. Chung: Thank you for your letter and my apologies for not getting back 
to you sooner. 

It appears from the correspondence you have had with federal and state officials, 
and with the private sector, that you are already on the right track. Nevertheless, 
I wish you good look with your innovative systems. Sincerely yours, Hillary Rodham 
Clinton. 

This is about as nonpersonal a letter as I have ever seen. 

Mr. Burton. The counsel has the time. 

Mr. Lantos. I am not trying to impose on his time. But if he mis- 
represents a letter, that needs to be pointed out, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Lantos, you will have time and you can point 
it out when you have the time. Mr. Bennett. 

Mr. Lantos. I think it is relevant to point it out when it is 
raised. 

Mr. Bennett. Ms. Williams, with all due respect to Congressman 
Lantos, you understand my question. I am not asking you with re- 
spect to that letter that Mr. Chung was a close personal friend of 
Mrs. Clinton. With respect to her reference, you’re on the right 
track, I wish you good luck with your innovative system, trying to 
cast that in as neutral a form as possible, clearly she was wishing 
him good luck in some venture; isn’t that correct from the way you 
interpret this letter? 

Ms. Williams. Yes, she says I wish you good luck. 

Mr. Bennett. And you don’t have any particular knowledge of 
how well she knew Mr. Chung in April 1993? 

Ms. Williams. No. 

Mr. Bennett. Do you know whether she knew him in April 
1993? 

Ms. Williams. In April 1993? 

Mr. Bennett. Yes. 

Ms. Williams. I do not know dates. I can’t tell you if she knew 
him in April 1993. 

Mr. Bennett. When was the first time — I believe you previously 
indicated to us, and correct me if I am wrong, Ms. Williams, that 
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you believe you may have first met Mr. Johnny Chung during the 
campaign of 1992. 

Ms. Williams. No, I first met him early in the Clinton adminis- 
tration. So that would have been early 1993. 

Mr. Bennett. And April 1993 being early when you first met 
him, do you know whether or not Mrs. Clinton knew him at that 
time? 

Ms. Williams. The reason why I’m hesitant to respond exactly 
is because I do not know, one, whether or not this is a form letter 
or if I had talked to her in April 1993 about knowing Johnny 
Chung. And, in fact, I actually don’t remember seeing this letter 
until sometime in 1997, I believe. 

Mr. Bennett. Well, you indicated that Johnny Chung visited the 
office more than most. In fact, the WAVES records, if we can put 
up exhibit 227, and the chart, page 8 of that exhibit, reflects 22 vis- 
its to the First Lady’s office in just an 11-month period from March 
1995 until February 1996. I think it’s on the TV screen in front of 
you, Ms. Williams. Clearly, Mr. Chung visited the First Lady’s of- 
fice far more than that. He was a constant visitor essentially; 
wasn’t he? 

[Exhibit 227 follows:] 



21 


Johnny Chung’s Visits to White House 


DATE APPT. TIME VISITEE REQUESTOR LOCATION 

Actual Enter/Exit 


2/2/94 

1:18 PM TOA 
1:27 PM TOD 

Foucan 

Botw’in 

Room 1 

7/22/94 

2;22 PM TOA 
No TOD 

Anderson 

Anderson 

OEOB 119 

8/2/94 

7:35 AM TOA 
8:46 AM TOD 

Lewis 

Lewis 

OEOB 474 

8/4/94 

11:45 AM 

TOA 

3:07 PM TOD 

Anderson 

Anderson 

OEOB 1 15 (maybe 

119) 

8/5/94 

8:39 AM TOA 
10:52 AM 

TOD 

POTUS’ ' 

Dickey 

S. Lawn 

8/8/94 

4:46 PM TOA 
7:49 PM TOD 

Lewis 

Atia 

OEOB 115 

8/11/94 

3:54 PM TOA 

No TOD 

Anderson 

Anderson 

OEOB 115 

8/12/94 

5:56 PM TOA 

No TOD 

Lewis 

Anderson 

OEOB 115 

9/20/94 

2:57 PM TOA 

NO TOD 

Lewis 

Lewis 

OEOB 115 


1 







9/21/94 

3:23 PM/ 
(illegible) 

Quinn 

Kelly 

OEOB 270 

9/23/94 

5:33 PMTOA 
No TOD 

Lewis 

Lewis 

OEOB 119 

10/5/94 

10:48 AM 

TOA 

No TOD 

Shakow 

Shakow 

OEOB 115 (mavbe 

119) 

10/28/ 

94 

10:24 AM 

TOA 

! :05 PM TOD 

Anderson 

Anderson 

OEOB 115 

11/1/94 

3.00 PM 

2:47 PM TOA 
No TOD 

Eder 

Eder 

OEOB 122 

1}.'29- 

94 

1 1 :45 AM 

11:50 AM 

TOA 

No TOD 

Mitchell 

Wo 2 niak 

OEOB 487 

12/10/ 

94 

9:00 AM 

No TOA' 

No TOD 

Brown 

Brown 

Room Illegible 

12/19/ 

94 

12:30 PM 

TOa illegible 

No TOD 

Lewis 

Dunn 

OEOB 1 15 


1:00 PM 

No TOA 

No TOD 

Anderson 

Anderson 

OEOB 115 
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12/20/ 

94 

7:30 PM 

No TOA 

No TOD 

POTUS 

Burke 

Residence 

12/27/ 

94 

1:10PM 

NO TOA 

NO TOD 

Dutin 

Dunn 

OEOB 115 

1/10/95 

7:49 AM 

Frankfurter 

Frankfurter 

100/EW 

1/11/95 

1:45 PM 

1:47 PM TOA 
No TOD 

Dunn 

Dunn 

OEOB 115 

1/22/95 

5:00 PM 

5:04 PM TOA 
No TOD 

Middleton 

Middleton 

OEOB 176 

I/I3/95 

11:00 AM 

10:44 AM 

TOA 

No TOD 

Middleton 

Dunn 

OEOB 176 

1. '3 0/95 

1:05 PM 

1:35 PM TOA 
No TOD 

Dunn 

Dunn 

OEOB 176 

3/8/95 

10:00 AM 

10:15 AM 

TOA 

10:18 AM 

TOD 

Bailey 

Bailey 

OEOB 174 





24 


3/9/95 

1 1 :45 AM 

1 1 :37 AM 

TOA 

No TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 


2:00 PM 

2:13 PM TOA 
No TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

3/10/95 

2:18 PM 

2:17 TOA 

No TOD 

Tarmey 

Tarmey 

OEOB 100 

3/11/95 

10:10 AM 

No TOA 

No TOD 

POTUS 

Crawford 

WW 

3/13/95 

1:20 PM 

1:40 PM TOA 
No TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 


5:10 PM 

5:07 PM TOA 
No TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

3M4'95 

3:00 PM 

2:57 PM TOA 
No TOD 

Ryan 

' 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

3/15/95 

1:15 PM 

1:21 PM TOA 
NO TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

3/24/95 

10:00 AM 

9:46 AM TOA 
NO TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

5/3/95 

1:28 PM TOA 
1:42 PM TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 


^ EXHIBIT 
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5/4/95 

4:05 PM TOA 
6:12 PM TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

5/19/95 

2:04 PM TOA 
2:35 PM TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 


2:34 PM TOA 
No TOD 

Matsui 

Shulman 

OEOB 450 

5/24/95 

11:01 AM 

TOA 

No TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

7/10/95 

3:11 PM TOA 
4:04 PM TOD 

3:13 PM 

Entering 

4:03 PM 

Exiling IE- 
Pass] 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

7/11/95 

4:54 PM TOA 
5:23 PM TOD 

4:54 PM 
Entering 

5:22 PM 

Exiling [£• 
Pass] 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 


6:30 PM 

TOA Unlisted 
TOD Unlisted 

POTUS 

Widdess 

State F 


EXHIBIT 

227-4 
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7/21/95 

lO. J-f AM 

TOA 

1:35 PM 

Exiting IE- 
Pass] 

3:20 PM TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

9/25/95 

10:36 AM 

TOA 

12:02 PM 

TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 


4:34 PM TOA 
5:22 PM TOD 

McCoy 

Ryan 

101/EW 

9/26/95 

1 1 ;32 AM 

TOA 

1:49 PM TOD 

Rvan 

' 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 


11.56 AM 
Eniering 

1 46 PM 

Exiling IE- 
Pass] 




10'16:- 

95 

10:30 AM 
l^'AVBS] 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 


10:50 AM 

Entering 

:2:18 PM 
Exiling /£■- 
Pass] 





EXHIBIT 

227-5 


6 
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Ryan 

OEOB 100 


Ryan 

OEOB 100 


Phillips 

OEOB 478 


Brown 

OEOB 578 


McCoy 

101 EW 


Ryan 

OEOB 100 
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Johnny Chung’s Access to the First Lady’s Office 


DATE 

APPT. 

ARRIVAL 

DEPARTURE 

VISITEE 

REQUESTOR 

LOCATION 

3/9/95 

11:45 AM 

11:37 AM 

No TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

3/9/95 



No TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 


3/10/95 

2:18 PM 

2:17 PM 

No TOD 

Tarmey 

Tanney 

OEOB 100 

3/13/95 

1:20 PM 

1:40 PM 

No TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

3/13/95 

5:10 PM 

5:07 PM 

No TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

3/14/95 

3:00 PM 

2:57 PM 

No TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

3/15/95 

1:15 PM 

1:21 PM 

No TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

3/24/95 

10:00 AM 

9:46 AM 

No TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

5/3/95 

None listed 

1:28 PM 

1:42 PM 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

5/4/95 

None listed 

4:05 PM 

6:12 PM 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

5/19/95 

None listed 

2:04 PM 

2:35 PM 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

5/24/95 

None listed 

11:01 AM 

No TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

7/10/95 

None listed 

3:11 PM 

3:13 PM E- 
Pass 

4:04 PM 

4:03 PM E- 
Pass 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

7/11/95 

None listed 

4:54 PM 

4:54 PM E- 
Pass 

5:23 PM 

5:22 PM E- 
Pass 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

7/21/95 

None listed 

10:54 AM 

3:20 PM 

1:35 PM E. 

Pass 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

9/25/95 

None listed 

10:36 AM 

12:02 PM 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

9/25/95 

None listed 

4:34 PM 

5:22 PM 

McCoy 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

9/26/95 

None listed 

11:32 AM 

11:56 AM E- 
Pass 

1:49 PM 1:46 

PM E-Pass 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

10/16/95 

10:30 AM 

10:50 AM E* 
Pass 

12:18 PME- 
Pass 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 

10/19/95 

1:20 PM 

1:45 PM 

1:45 PM E- 
Pass 

2:13 PM E- 
Pass 


Ryan 

OEOB 100 

10/19/95 

4:00 PM 

4:27 PM 

No TOD 

Ryan 

Ryan 

OEOB 100 
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Ms. Williams. Yes. Yes, as I said in my statement. 

Mr. Bennett. And do you recall a woman named Gina Ratliffe 
who worked in the First Lady’s office with you? 

Ms. Williams. Yes, she was an intern. 

Mr. Bennett. Do you recall introducing Mr. Chung to Ms. 
Ratliffe, and I believe she says at pages 34 and 35 of her deposi- 
tion, and the depositions are in front of you, I don’t think you real- 
ly need to stop, I will just represent a statement she made and I 
want to know if you concur with that. She indicated that you took 
Mr. Chung to see her and said something to the effect, this guy is 
coming in, he is a big DNC donor, his name is Johnny Chung. Do 
you recall anything to that effect? 

Ms. Williams. No, I can’t recall why I would introduce Johnny 
Chung to an intern or I wasn’t in the habit of making introductions 
for Johnny Chung. 

Mr. Bennett. So you have no recollection of that event? 

Ms. Williams. No, I do not. 

Mr. Bennett. Directing your attention with respect to contribu- 
tions by Mr. Chung, do you have any knowledge of contributions 
by Mr. Chung which would have been made to the Democratic Na- 
tional Committee, President Clinton’s legal defense fund, or his 
election campaign prior to November 1994? 

Ms. Williams. Prior to November 1994? 

Mr. Bennett. Of 1994. 

Ms. Williams. I wouldn’t know that. 

Mr. Bennett. He was, in fact, to your knowledge, a trustee of 
the Democratic National Committee. 

Ms. Williams. I believe that he was a trustee. 

Mr. Bennett. Do you have any personal knowledge of any solici- 
tation of Mr. Chung either by the President or the First Lady at 
any time? 

Ms. Williams. No, I do not. 

Mr. Bennett. Do you have any knowledge — prior to February 
1995, do you have any knowledge of any requests made by Mr. 
Chung upon either the President or the First Lady or the Demo- 
cratic National Committee? 

Ms. Williams. Prior to February 

Mr. Bennett. Prior to February 1995. 

Ms. Williams. No, do I have any knowledge? No. 

Mr. Bennett. Directing your attention to February 1995, you did 
become aware at that time, did you not, that there were certain re- 
quests that Mr. Chung was making? And to assist you I would ask 
that we put up exhibit 171. And, again, these are in the exhibit 
books for the Members on the table. Exhibit 171 was a list Mr. 
Chung gave to Richard Sullivan of the Democratic National Com- 
mittee indicating that a delegation from China will be coming in 
March and seeking assistance in arranging certain benefits. 

Have you seen this document before, Ms. Williams? 

[Exhibit 171 follows:] 
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AISI_ 

— AUTOMATED INTELLIGENT SY STEMS, INC. 

2771 Plaza Del Amo • Surta #609 • Tornnce. CA 90S03*Tel: (310) 326-3883 » Fax: (310) 328-4196 


Febnjafy27, 1995 
(Via Fax) 


Mr. Richard Sullivan 
DNC 

(202)863-7187 
Dear Richard, 


How are you? I am going to need your help again. I am bringing with me the delegation from China. 
This is a group of very important and powerful buainesa leaders from China They will be in D.C. 
from 3/7 to 3/11 and will be suying at J.W Marriott, (202) 393-2000, 1331 Pennsylvania N.W. . 
Washington DC. Enclose please find the name list and their personal information. 


As I have mentioned on the phone, their main purpose would be as follows; 

1 ) Meet President Clinton 

2 ) Meet Vice President A1 Gore 

3 ) Have lunch a! the Mess (White House) 

4 ) Tour the White House 



5 ) Meet Secretary Ron Brown 


please help me make arrangements accordingly Thank you in advance for all your help. I will sec 
you soon. 


Sincerely, , t 



Chairman/CEO 



JC.iw 

find. 





32 


Name List of Delegation 


1. ) HongytZhtng 

Chairman, Chine Council for the Promotion of Intomaiional Trade (CCPiT) 

Chairman, China Chamber of International Commerce (CCOIC) 

2. ) Huaren Sheng 

President, China Petro-Chemical Corporation 

3. ) Jichun Huang 

Vice President, China International Trust and investment Cotporation 
4 ] Reruhong Wang 

Vice Chairman & President. Shanghai AJ Shareholding Corporation 
5.} James J. Sun 

Young Entrepreneur of Xinjiang, self made mufti-milltonaire, Urumqi Taihe Industry Co. 


Entourage 


1 ) Jianlong Yu 

Chief, Amencan & Oceanic Affairs Division, Liaison Department, CCPIT & CCOIC 

2. ) Suxin Tang 

Secretary to Mr. Huaren Sheng 

3. ) Jie Tang 

Interpreter, SINOPEC 


AISI Representatives 


1. ) Johnny Chung • Chairmarx/CEO 

2. ) Art Uang • Martaging Director/Executive V.P. 


■llillllllilillliililii DNC 3233327 
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Keause 


Zheng Hongya 

Mr. Zheng Hongye was born in Harbin, Heilongjiang Province in 
Sepbembar 1929. He was engaged in trade and economic affairs 
in the Northeast Region of China from 1947 to 1954; 
transferred to the China Council for the Promotion of 
International Trade (CCPIT) in 1955 and worked as Deputy 
Division Chief successively in the Department of Foreign 
Exhibition in China, Liaison Department and Department of 
Chinese Exhibitions Abroad; served as Commercial Councilor of 
the Chinese Embassy in Australia and then in Greece from 1973 
to 1979; became Deputy Director and then Director of the 
Liaison Department of CCPIT in 1979; appointed Vice Chairman 
of CCPIT in 1981; served as Minister-Counsellor (Commercial) of 
the Chinese Embassy in Japan 1984; resumed his post as Vice 
Chairman of CCPIT after he returned from Japan in 1986; 
concurrently became Vice Chairman of the China Chamber of 
International Commerce (CCOIC) in 1988. He assumed the post as 
Acting Chairman of CCPIT and CCOIC since October 1989. 

Mr. Zheng Honqrye is a member of the Seventh and Eighth Chinese 
People's Political Consultative Conference, Chairman of the 
China International Economic and Trade Arbitration Commission, 
Chairman of the China Maritime Arbitration Commission, 

Chairman of the Economic and Trade Coordination Committee for 
the Two Sides of the Straits, Chairman of the Association of 
China Foreign Service Trade and a concurrent professor of 
Xiamen University. Hr. Zheng Hongya is also Chairman of the 
China Committee of the International Chamber of Commerce. 


Sheng Kuaren 

Mr. Sheng Huaren, born in September 1935, is President of 
China Pstro-Chsmical Corporation, Chairman of China 
International United Petroleum and Chemicals Co. Ltd, and 
concurrently Vice Chairman of Chlna-Korea Economic Council. 

Mr. Sheng was born in Yanchsng city, Jiangsu Province. He 
studied in Subsi Cooperative Insitituta for Cadres in Yangzhou 
city, Jiangsu Province in 1951. Ha used to be a statistician 
and plan-drafter in Subei General Cooperative Commune and the 
Finance and Econonmy Committee of Subei Administrative Office; 
apprentice, technician and deputy site director of Nanjing 
Construction Company; Deputy Director of the Long-term 
Planning Department in the Ministry of Combustible Chemical 
Industry and the Ministry of Petro-chemical Industry; Vice 
President of China Petro-chemical Corporation. 
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Huang Jichun 

Mr. Huang Jichun, Director and Vico President or China 
International Trust and Investaent CorporationCCITIC) , was 
born in 1933 . He graduated froa the University of Northeast 
Technology, China in 1955 and attended the Executive Program 
in Business Administration (EPBA) of Columbia University, 
U.S.A. in 1989. Mr. Huang is acting also as a professor and 
senior engineer as well as the Executive Director of China 
Nonferrous Metals Society, a member of American Society of 
Metals and a member of Chinese Society of Investment. 

In CITIC, Mr. Huang is in charge of investment and trade both 
at home and abroad as wall as enterprise management. 

Mr. Huang's professional capability is specifically excellent 
in the metal and material fields. He used to be responsible 
for the scientific and technical R 4 D, production management 
and foreign trade of nation-wide non-ferrous metals sector 
during 1983 to 1987 as Vice President of China National Non- 
ferrous Metals Industry Corporation. Mr. Huang was also 
heavily engaged in elaborating the long-term strategic plan 
for the scientific and technical development of the Chinese 
metallurgical industry while working in the Ministry of 
Metallurgical Industry from 195* to 1982. He is very 
experienced in production, management and foreign trade and 
can manage English as a working language very well. 


Hang Renzhong 

7/1992-Present Shanghai AJ Corporation, Shanghai 

Vice Chairman, President(C.E.O. ) 

11/1990-7/1992 Shanghai Patriotic construction Corp, 

Vice Chairman, President 

2/1986-11/1990 Shanghai Investment 4 Trust Corp. 

Board Director, Executlvs Vice President 
in charge of international trading, 
investment and other technology related 
business 

1/1985-2/1986 Shanghai Investment 4 Trust Corp. 

Senior Vice President 

rasponsibls for all international trading 

2/1976-12/1984 Bureau of Aerospace Industry, Shanghai 

Director of Quality Assurance, Chief 
Production Engineer and Standing Member of 
Science and Technology Commission' 

3/1963-2/1976 Plant No. 155 of the China Aviation Industry 
Ministry , Harbin 


EXHIBIT 


DNC 3233329 


171-3 
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8/19S2-3/1963 Plant No. 120 of tha China Aviation 

Industry, Hartoln 

super intendant, Production Engineer 
Technical Title: Kesearcher 

Education; Graduate of the Venching University, Beijing 

Personal: Born in China on May 1932, Married 




iliiiillilllliillllliDNC 3233330 
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RMume 


Jamas J. Sun 

Mr. Sun was bom on Novambar 28. 1962 in Har Nan Province, China. He is the President of 
Xinjiang Taihe Enterpnsa Group Co. Ltd. and aito a self made millionaire. Ha formed the Taihe 
Enterprise in 1990. Currently the Taihe Group consist of Taihe Real Estate Co, who's projects 
indudas the four star Taihe Hotel in Urumqi, Taihe Kangla Developing Co. and Taihe Battery Co 


llilllliliillillllllilii DNC 3233331 


171-5 
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AISI Representatives 

1. ) Johnny Chung • Chainm«n/CEO 

2 . ) Art LItng - Managing Director/Executive V.P. 

3. ) irana Wu - Delegation Administrtor 

4. ) Gaorga Uu - Spacial Assistant to Chaimian (East Coast) 

5. ) David Chan • Special Assistant to Chainnan (Beijing) 

6. ) Nancy Zhao • Secretary to Chairman/CEO 
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Ms. Williams. Only at the time of my depositions. 

Mr. Bennett. In fact, with respect to this request of the Demo- 
cratic National Committee on February 27th, it was followed the 
next day by a request of the White House, and I’d ask to be put 
up exhibit 172. And this was a request to the Visitors Office of the 
White House. 

Can you see that, Ms. Williams? 

[Exhibit 172 follows:] 
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AISI_ 

Sii AUTOMATED iNTELLIGENT SYSTEMS, INC. 


2771 Plaza Dei Amo*Su«e#8Q9*T8rTance. CA90S03*TeJ: (310) 328-3883 • Fax: {310) 328^196 


Fdjmar)' 28> 1995 
(Via Fax) 


N&. Ann McCoy 
Visitor’s Office 
The White House 
Fax; (202)456-2370 

Dear Ann, 


How are you? I would like to request for your assistance agaia I am bringing with me the deiegation 
from CWna. This is a group of v&y important and powerful Imsiness iead^s from China. They will 
be in DC from 3/7 to V 11, and as usual, please arrange for a totir ofthe White House. I have asked 
Mr. Richard SuHivan, Mr. Eric led of DNC and Mr. Mark Middleton to assist me in arranging a 
meeting with President Clinton, Vice President A1 Gore and a limch at the Mess in the White House. 
It would be ideal if you could arrange a tour either before or after the lunch at the Mess. 

Thank you very much for all your help. See you soon. 


Best regarttt. 


Johnny C^hung 


Chatrman/CEO 


JCiw 


BUILDING THE U.S. FAX HIGHWAY TODAY 


iXHiBiT 

172 


JCH15011 
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Ms. Williams. Yes. 

Mr. Bennett. Wherein Mr. Chung references the same trip by 
important and powerful business leaders of China, have you pre- 
viously seen that document? 

Ms. Williams. Only at the time of my deposition. 

Mr. Bennett. Did you have knowledge of essentially what we 
would define as I guess a wish list of Mr. Chung reflected by ex- 
hibit 171 in terms of certain things he was hoping — certain benefits 
he might receive? Did you have knowledge of his request in that 
regard? 

Ms. Williams. Only knowledge in terms of having seen both 
these letters at my deposition that there existed a wish list. 

Mr. Bennett. At the time, did you have any knowledge in Feb- 
ruary or March 1995, that he wanted to meet the President and 
meet the Vice President and have lunch at the White House Mess? 

Ms. Williams. In February, I had no knowledge of what he 
wanted. 

Mr. Bennett. Ultimately by March, then, you did obtain some 
knowledge of some of these requests by Mr. Chung, then; didn’t 
you? 

Ms. Williams. Well, not obtain some knowledge. I mean, al- 
though I have never been certain of the dates or the time, but at 
some point in time, Mr. Chung made a direct request to my office 
for a picture with Mrs. Clinton. I don’t know if it was the first time 
or the second time, but I know he’d had many pictures with Mrs. 
Clinton prior to that, and also he made a request to use my White 
House Mess account. So that’s when I had knowledge of his re- 
quests. 

Mr. Bennett. And I’m not asking you to specify a particular 
date, but at some point in time you knew there were certain cour- 
tesies he wanted to have extended to him, correct? 

Ms. Williams. Well, I believe that in my mind when you talk 
about certain courtesies, he made requests like hundreds of other 
people make requests to have a picture taken with Mrs. Clinton. 
As I said in my deposition, there came a time when he made that 
request to my office and we handled it pretty much in the same 
way that we would handle any other picture request coming from 
anyone, quite frankly. 

Mr. Bennett. Well, actually picking up on the comments made 
by Congressman Waxman — it might set a precedent for majority 
counsel quoting from the minority side — Congressman Waxman 
made an important point I think that clearly there are many, many 
people across the country who would want to come to the White 
House and have their picture taken with the First Lady, and clear- 
ly Mr. Chung with his access that he had procured in one form or 
another, unlike many, many other people across the country, Mr. 
Chung, in fact, was able to get his picture taken with the First 
Lady; isn’t that correct? 

Ms. Williams. That’s correct. But if I may take just a moment, 
counsel, to explain a little bit about the White House, the First 
Lady’s office’s particular process for handling picture requests. I 
think that might shed some light on why we did not treat Mr. 
Chung’s request as a particular request. 
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Mr. Bennett. If I might, I don’t really want to go into this point. 
It’s not that I am wanting to cut you off but I have a limited 
amount of time. I am not suggesting any impropriety on your part. 

Ms. Williams. But I actually believe that it will shed some clar- 
ity and I think it is important. I am really hopeful that the chair- 
man will give you more time. 

Mr. Bennett. That’s fine, go ahead, Ms. Williams, we want to 
hear what you have to say. Go ahead on that one. 

Ms. Williams. Very early on we discovered that the number of 
requests that came for pictures with Mrs. Clinton were huge. And 
these were not just requests from donors, although there would be 
requests from donors, but there would be requests from interns, 
from people who would be visiting the White House on that day, 
and I mean really visiting the White House on that day, groups of 
people who were coming into the White House, and we decided that 
we needed a way to be able to accommodate quickly a huge number 
of pictures and be able to turn around on a dime. And so we devel- 
oped a system within our office by which if Mrs. Clinton had an 
occasion to be leaving the White House as she did, to be going 
somewhere, walking out the door, we were sure of two things: she 
would have a photographer with her and she would also have her 
makeup on. These would be two clearly essential things to have in 
order to have any kind of a picture. 

And so because we wanted to accommodate huge numbers of pic- 
tures, what we could simply do in the morning was to check her 
schedule, see if she was on her way anywhere, and anyone who 
would ask for a picture that day or the previous day could get a 
picture by seeing her on her way out. She would not have to spend 
a long period of time with them, she would take the picture, and 
that way we could accommodate huge numbers of people. And so 
that was the process by which Johnny Chung came to get this par- 
ticular picture. 

Mr. Bennett. And Johnny Chung was clearly at her office with 
such frequency that it wasn’t difficult to find a time to allow her 
to see him, I gather. 

Ms. Williams. Quite frankly, it had nothing to do with the fre- 
quency of Johnny Chung being in her office. If you had called me 
and I knew you and you called me Monday morning and you say, 
listen, Maggie, my mom and dad are in town. What they really 
want is a picture with Mrs. Clinton today. Is that possible? I would 
say, 1 second, Mr. Counselor, let me check her schedule today. I 
see that she’s on her way to give a speech at the AFL-CIO. I think 
it’s possible. And I would have someone clear in your mom and dad 
and have the picture taken. 

Mr. Bennett. Well, I think under the present circumstances I’m 
not sure I could have my picture taken with Mrs. Clinton, but I 
will certainly ask Mr. Breuer if the occasion arises. 

Directing your attention to March 1995, there were, in fact, a se- 
ries of unpaid bills for collection issued in connection with some po- 
litical activity which had been held at the White House; isn’t that 
correct? 

Ms. Williams. Well 

Mr. Bennett. To assist you, if we could put up exhibit 255, and 
looking at exhibit 255, this is a memorandum which I believe you 
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received, Ms. Williams, in March 1995 from the Usher’s Office in 
connection with many unpaid bills for collection. Included among 
those bills were receptions in connection with the Democratic Na- 
tional Committee. 

And clearly as to those political bills they could not be paid out 
of the normal White House budget so they were bills that needed 
to be paid and needed to be paid by the Democratic National Com- 
mittee; isn’t that correct? 

[Exhibit 255 follows:] 
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THC WHITC House 

WASMINOTON 

March 34* 1995 


KEMORMOKM FOR: 
FROM: 

SOBJBCTt 


MARGARET A. WILLIAMS 
GARY J. HALTERS 
BILLS FOR OOLLECTIOM 


Tha folloving information ia provided conctming unpaid bills for 
collaccion issued by the Executive Residence at the White House 
for fiscal years 1994 a 199S. Fiscal year 1993 bills are paid. 

With all previous bills having now been paid* it is very ^'ious 
that ui^ld bills are attributed to the EMC. 


Bill • 

Sapsnses 

Bvent 

Action 

Fiscal Year 1994 - 

October 1. to SeDtert>.r .B 1.94 

94>0021 

41*291.09 

Holiday Events 

FARTXALLY PAID OHC* 

94-0042 

14*534.49 

IRfC Reception 

? VHC 

94-0043 

47.04 

DNC Lunch w/Mrs. Clinton 

7 DMC 

94-0047 

4*360.33 

0. S. Olyspic Coon. 

Social Of e . contact 

94-0054 

14*043.03 

Mother's Day Health 

Care Event (tent) 

R^yn Dickey 

Mickey Iberra 

94-OOSS 

10, 540. 52 

African American 
Constituents 

7 DNC 

94-0070 

30*053. •• 

Business Loaders Fonim 

7 DNC 

94r0072 

11,131.94 

California bay 

7 DNC 

94-0073 

10,917.29 

ERIC Dinner 

7 DNC 


Remaining to be paid by the DMC • FT 94 $135*349.39 



niiiiiiiEigDeiii DNC307812S 
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Curraat „i 

95>0008 

Year 

8,931.64 

- tJctoper X. 

Michigan Day 

DSC Mtn! Joan Kenny 

SS'OOlO 

10,075.57 

Tennessee Day 

DNC Attn; Tony Lewi* 

9S>0011 

19,622.27 

DNC Dinner 

DNC Attn: Sob Watson 

95-0015X 

3. 857. 72 

Political Supporters 

DDC 

95>001SC 

3,857.72 

Political Supporters 

DSC Aten; Sob H.taon 

95-0017 

4,805.80 

Michigan Dey 

Sill not subeitted - 
No Address (DNC ?) 

95-0019 

10,941.03 

New Jersey Day 

Bill not submitted - 
No Address (WIC 7) 

95-0026 

15,174.58 

•* DNC Group 

DNC Attn: Bob Watson 

95-0027 

19,054.62 

** Arkansas Group 

MIC Attn: Watson 

95-0028 

16,321.19 

** Political Reception 

DNC Attn: Bob Watson 

95-0029 

18,466.94 

•* DNC Group 

DNC Attn: Bob Watson 

95-0031 

13,639.71 

** Holiday Reception 
{Various Groups) 

Bill not subeitted - 
No Address (DNC 7) 

95-0032 

17,975.82 

** Holiday Reception 
(Press Corps) 

Bill not subnitted - 
Ho Address (DNC 7) 

95-0033 

24,122.62 

** Holiday Reception 
(Press Corps) 

Bill not submitted • 
No Address (DNC 7} 

95-9034 

23.681.94 

** Holiday Reception 
(Various Groups) 

Bill not subtaitted - 
NO Address (DNC 7} 


•• Holiday Dinner 
(Yale Dinner) 

Bill not submitted • 
No Address (DNC 7} 

95-0036 


•• Holidey Reception 
(Axkanees Group) 

Bill not submitted - 
Ho Address (mc 7) 

95-0037 

37,454.99 

•* Holiday Reception 
(White Houee Staff) 

Bill not submitted- 
No Address (DNC 7) 

95-0038 

12,458.16 

** Holiday Receptimi 
(Residence Staff) 

Bill not submitted - 
No Address (DNC 7) 





95*0041 

2,509.27 

Breakfast Democratic 
Congresswomen 

•'Aaitted - 
No Addreu (DNC ?) 

95*0042 

280.34 

Meeting w/Democratie 
Congressmen 

DNC Attn: 

Bob Watson 

95*0045 

492.54 

Luncheon w/Democratic 
Congressmen 

DNC Attn: 

Bob Watson 

95*0049 

14,964.59 

DMC * Texas Group 

DNC Attn: 

Bob Watson 

95*0050 

15,400.07 

DNC Trustees 

DMC Attn: 

Bob Watson 

95*0051 

13,435.55 

DNC Trustees 

DNC Attn: 

Bob Watson 


Total amount oC Bills for Collection unpaid for Fiscal Year 1995 
that are listed above as being attributed to or having already 
been submitted to the DNC $341« 857.40 


• Partial payment of $198,714.55 made on 3/1S/95. 

Left unpaid are holiday receptions for the following: 
12/14/93 Press receptions I 8 II $15,875.26 

12/15/93 Press receptions III & IV 15,199.47 
12/22/93 Residence Staff reception _ 6.217.14 


Total unpaid from bill 94-0021 $41,291.89 


•• Bills for Collection 0025 through 0038 are holiday bills 
historically paid by the national political coomittees 
as they are for holiday receptions; decision has not 
been made as to billing address, if any. 


DNC 3078130 
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EXPBKSB ACCOOKTS 

RgnaaitSABLB gvsjfts 


3948-110S-S4S Bxecutlw* *«»i<lene« Staff Oveirtio# Pay - staff 
ceguXax pay la not charged agalnat the event 


394»-2«M-64! Calligraphy (isvitatlona, programa, etc.) 


394»‘250S-*42 Other Charges (centa, paper goods, encercainera 
ticpeaaet, equipment rental, etc. I 


3944*350S-442 Extra tabor (kitchen staff, butlers, eleaniag 
staff, florists, etc.) 


3948-S69I-64J Florists Supplies and Flovecs. 


394t*2£31-S42 Staff Pood and Beverage • when staff is required 
over a Beal period the neals served to extra 
staff are part of the event coats 


394S>2S2i-e42 Food and Beverage 


3948-2630-842 National Park Service Expenses 
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Ms. Williams. Yes, sir 

Mr. Bennett. I think at the bottom of that document 

Ms. Williams. I’m not quite finished. I’m sorry; I wasn’t quite 
finished with my response. 

Mr. Bennett. Go ahead. 

Ms. Williams. I said yes, but one of the things that I wanted to 
make sure was noted was that in addition to the DNC bills on here 
that are unpaid, that there are other organizations on this same 
memo whose bills are not paid, for instance, the U.S. Olympic Com- 
mittee. Here there’s a mother’s day health care event with a dif- 
ferent sponsor. I will agree that the majority of the bills listed here 
have to do with the DNC. 

You’ll also notice that there are a number of bills — a number of 
items or entries on this list where no bill has been submitted at 
all to the DNC. And so what we have is not just a list of DNC bills 
unpaid, but a list of bills that were unpaid from a number of dif- 
ferent organizations, including the DNC. 

Mr. Bennett. And so we are clear, in fairness to you, Ms. Wil- 
liams, I’m not suggesting that all the items on that exhibit — those 
two pages are bills that cannot be paid out of the White House 
budget, but clearly there are some that could not be paid and had 
to be paid by the Democratic National Committee, that was my 
point. 

Ms. Williams. Actually, there is a big confusion on that point be- 
cause — 

Mr. Bennett. If I could at least reference the document — I am 
not trying to cut you off, but I am looking at the time on this and 
I’m looking at the bottom of the document before you on the screen 
which indicates particularly there is certainly over $135,000, which 
is to be paid by the DNC. Do you see that entry there? 

Ms. Williams. I do, but once again. I’m going to have to inter- 
rupt you because I want there to be some clarity about what this 
document actually represents. 

Mr. Bennett. Absolutely. Go right ahead. 

Ms. Williams. These bills are not bills that would have been 
paid out of any White House budget whatsoever. I believe what you 
said in your earlier statement that, of course, these bills would not 
be paid out of the White House budget. No. No bill listed here 
would have been paid. 

The point I was simply trying to make is that this is not a docu- 
ment that says the DNC has unpaid bills. It does say that, but in 
addition what it says is that the U.S. Olympic Committee has un- 
paid bills. It says that another organization has unpaid bills. That 
there are people who come and use the White House, the Kennedy 
Center, all kinds — in fact, there are very few events that are actu- 
ally paid for by the official White House budget. In fact, most of 
them are paid for by the DNC or a sponsoring organization. Only 
the congressional Christmas party is paid for out of the official 
White House budget, in fact. So I just wanted to be clear that this 
represents a number of organizations who owed money. 

Mr. Bennett. I understand. 

Ms. Williams. OK. 

Mr. Bennett. With respect to this indebtedness, you were here 
and saw the tape of the interview with Mr. Chung by Tom Brokaw 



48 


played by the chairman; did you not? You saw the tape we played 
today of the Tom Brokaw interview? 

Ms. Williams. Yes. 

Mr. Bennett. Had you seen that interview before? 

Ms. Williams. No, I had not. 

Mr. Bennett. With respect to the contention of Mr. Chung that 
essentially someone urged him to make a $50,000 contribution to 
deal with this kind of debt, did you, Ms. Williams, ever specifically 
solicit $50,000 of Mr. Chung to assist in the repayment of some of 
this money to the Democratic National Committee to pay some of 
these debts? 

Ms. Williams. No, I did not. As I said in response to Mr. Chung 
asking how can I help Mrs. Clinton, or I would like to give money 
directly to Mrs. Clinton, I did say, support the DNC, support these 
other organizations, so I had said that to him, yes. 

Mr. Bennett. Do you have any knowledge — I believe Evan Ryan 
was your assistant? 

Ms. Williams. That’s correct. 

Mr. Bennett. And for the record, Mr. Chairman, Mrs. Ryan is 
presently out of the country and traveling with the First Lady and 
was unable to be here today and perhaps can appear at a later 
date. 

Do you have any knowledge of Ms. Evan Ryan ever mentioning 
to Mr. Chung that he could make a $50,000 contribution in order 
to cover some of this debt? 

Ms. Williams. No, I have no knowledge of that. 

Mr. Bennett. And then showing you exhibit 174, that, in fact, 
is the $50,000 check to the DNC. Did you, in fact, look at that 
check when you received it in your office, Ms. Williams? 

[Exhibit 174 follows:] 
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JCH796 


Given to Maggie Williams at Fii'st 
Lady’s Office same day as Chinese 
delegation meeting with HiUary 
Rodham Clinton and lunch at 
White House Mess. 


JC 796 
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Ms. Williams. No, my 

Mr. Bennett. Do you know how much the check was for? 

Ms. Williams. No, I did not. 

Mr. Bennett. And exactly how was the check handed to you? 

Ms. Williams. As I — let me just refer to my statement. 

Mr. Bennett. Certainly. 

Ms. Williams. As I — again, Mr. Chung came to the Old Execu- 
tive Office Building. I’m not certain where, but either in the recep- 
tion area of my office or it could have been in the hallway in front 
of my office he handed the check to me. I was either coming or 
going some place is what I recall. 

Mr. Bennett. Ms. Williams, I’m going to play you a tape, if I 
can, Mr. Chairman, of the testimony of Richard Sullivan before the 
Senate. Do you know Richard Sullivan? 

Ms. Williams. I’ve met Richard Sullivan. I don’t know him well. 

Mr. Bennett. He’s an official with the Democratic National Com- 
mittee. Did you have a chance to hear his Senate testimony? 

Ms. Williams. No. 

Mr. Bennett. Ms. Williams, I will just play a brief portion of 
this, Mr. Chairman. 

[Video tape presentation was shown.] 

Mr. Bennett. Did Mr. Sullivan ever indicate such concerns to 
you? 

Ms. Williams. No, he did not. 

Mr. Bennett. Let me ask you this: How would Johnny Chung 
in the statement he made to Tom Brokaw, in the discussion about 
holiday bills, bills that were owed, helping out paying bills, how 
would Johnny Chung know that there was money owed, that there 
were debts that someone needed help paying bills unless someone 
from your staff told him? 

Ms. Williams. Well, I believe you’d have the opportunity to ask 
him that tomorrow. 

Mr. Bennett. And hopefully he will answer, but I’m asking you. 
Do you have any explanation as to how he would know of these 
debts and these problems and trying to pay bills? 

Ms. Williams. No. 

Mr. Bennett. And how he would come up with the figure of 
$50,000 and have any knowledge of this? Do you personally have 
any knowledge of how he would know? 

Ms. Williams. No, I do not. No. 

Mr. Bennett. And you yourself didn’t speak with him about 
these bills? 

Ms. Williams. No, I cannot recall a time that I did. 

Mr. Bennett. And you don’t have any personal knowledge your- 
self of any member of your staff speaking with him; is that correct? 

Ms. Williams. I have no personal knowledge of that. 

Mr. Bennett. That is to say you don’t deny that he may or may 
not, you just don’t have any personal knowledge of that? 

Ms. Williams. I have no personal knowledge of that. I don’t 
quite 

Mr. Bennett. Looking at exhibit 171 just very quickly again, if 
we can. 

[Note. — Exhibit 171 may be found on pp. 31 to 37.] 

Ms. Williams. I’m sorry. 
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Mr. Bennett. Go ahead. 

Ms. Williams. I think I maybe missed something in that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. Bennett. What I’m trying to clarify is, I understand that 
you have testified that you did not speak with Mr. Chung about 
these debts, that you did not solicit $50,000 from him. My question 
to you was how he would know 

Ms. Williams. Right. 

Mr. Bennett [continuing]. Of these debts, and my question was 
as to members of your staff, you have testified that you have no 
personal knowledge one way or the other whether or not they solic- 
ited him. You just don’t know essentially. 

Ms. Williams. Right. I thought that’s what I said. I didn’t under- 
stand the question. 

Mr. Bennett. With respect to exhibit 171, the wish list, ulti- 
mately, many of the items on this wish list were satisfied; weren’t 
they? In fact, I think essentially all of them, other than meeting 
with the Vice President, were ultimately satisfied; weren’t they? He 
did get to meet with President Clinton? He did have lunch in the 
White House Mess, going down that list, to your knowledge; isn’t 
that correct? 

Ms. Williams. Oh, yes, I know he had lunch in the White House 
Mess. 

Mr. Bennett. Let me go into again in terms of certain matters 
in terms of followup and cover a couple of points within the time 
allowed here. 

Mrs. Ryan is presently out of the country, as I said, Ms. Wil- 
liams, but her deposition transcript is before you, and referencing 
pages 110 to 112, if you will take a minute to look at that. 

Ms. Williams. OK. 

Mr. Bennett. And it is also available for Members of the minor- 
ity. Mrs. Ryan has testified that when she told you that Mr. Chung 
was in the office, and he had some businessmen from China and 
wanted these various perks, she has testified that she also told you 
that he was going to be donating money to the DNC, and Mrs. 
Ryan describes your response as follows, and it’s page 110 of her 
deposition: “Her response was we could see, you know, we’d see if 
we could set those things up for him and that was helpful to know 
about his donation because then maybe that would enable the DNC 
to pay off some of their debts.” 

Do you see that testimony of Mrs. Ryan in her deposition, Ms. 
Williams? 

Ms. Williams. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Bennett. Do you ever recall saying that to Evan Ryan, spe- 
cific reference to paying off the debts and seeking money from Mr. 
Chung? 

Ms. Williams. No, I did not. Mrs. Ryan knew, as did other peo- 
ple in my office, that the DNC along with other organizations had 
outstanding debts. That wasn’t a secret. But I don’t recall dis- 
cussing it with Ms. Ryan in relationship to Mr. Chung specifically. 

Mr. Bennett. Mr. Chairman, I know that the red light has lit 
but I believe that the witness indicated at one point in time that 
I gave her some more time and she asked if you would give me 
some time. 
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Mr. Burton. Yes, Mr. Lantos — there were interruptions, so we 
will allow a little more time. 

Mr. Bennett. Thank you. If I could have 5 more minutes, Mr. 
Chairman. 

One other thing, Ms. Williams, I meant to ask you, the interview 
with Tom Brokaw, Mr. Chung stated that he was told by Mrs. 
Ryan that Mrs. Clinton knew of this $50,000 donation. That’s what 
he says on the tape. Do you know whether Mrs. Clinton knew of 
this donation? 

Ms. Williams. I didn’t tell her. I don’t know why she would 
know. 

Mr. Bennett. To your knowledge — you have no knowledge one 
way or another. You did not speak with Mrs. Clinton about the do- 
nation? 

Ms. Williams. No, I did not. 

Mr. Bennett. With respect to followup by Mr. Chung ultimately, 
exhibit 259, if I can, exhibit 259 before you is, I think, Mr. Chung 
contacting you concerning procuring these photographs, do you see 
that, Ms. Williams? 

[Exhibit 259 follows:] 
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A1SI_ 

— AUTOMATED INTELUGENT SYSTEMS. INC. 


2771 Plaza Del Amo • Suite «809 • Tomnee, CA 90503 ♦Tet (310) 328.3863 •Fax: (310) 328-4196 


Aprils, 1995 
(Via Fax 202 456-6244) 

Margaret Wilfiams 
Assistant to the President end 
Chief of Staff to the First Lady 
The White House 
Washmgton. O.C. 20506 

Dear Ms. Witiiams, 

I have an importartt issue here that needs your assistance. As you always know. I am 100% 

suppoi^ of tte Fust Lad/s Office and I am always deiced to work with ONC at eveiy occasiori. 

The China Business Delegation led by Chairman Zheng Hongye met with President Cinton and took 
some ^ctures after the ratSo address on March 11. 1995. It’s bean over three weeks. I have not 
seenaivafthepichires. i have teamed ftom Mr. Richard Sufiivan of DNC thm the National Security 
Council is hol^g on to those pichires. 

In my opinion, we allow them to take the pictures with our Presktent then we should be courteous 
enough to let them have the pictures. I am going to Chirta next week and I do need to bring ttiose 
piAureswfth me. I have run out of excuses to tell ttram why the pictures are takir^ forever. I really 
a;^>reciate your help in solving this minor issue. 

you this weekend at Mr. Steven Spielsberg's party. Thank you again for 




I look forward to seeing 



AISI 

JC.'iw 
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Ms. Williams. I can’t see it but I’m familiar with the 

Mr. Bennett. Mr. Dennis is putting it before you with the ex- 
hibit book as well as the TV screen. Ultimately, these photographs 
were sent to Mr. Chung, and just quickly, exhibit 201 is not your 
direct response to that, but it’s the response of Ms. Carol Khare of 
the Democratic National Committee, who is going to testify before 
this committee later this afternoon, indicating that photographs 
were, in fact, forwarded. Ultimately, Mr. Chung got his pictures 
with the First Lady to your knowledge, correct? 

[Exhibit 201 follows:] 
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Tins MESSAOE IS IhmtNDEO ONLY FOR THE USB OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY TO WHICH TT IS 
-AOORESSE0. THIS MESSAOE MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION THAT IS FRI VILBCED. CONFIDENTIAL AND 
EXEMPT FROM DISCLOSURE UNDER APPLICABLE LAW. IF READER OF THIS MCSSaCC IS NOT THE 
intended RECIPIENT OR THE EMPLOYEE OR AGENT RESPONSIBLE FOR DELIVERING THE MESSAGE 
TO THE INTENDED RECIPIENT YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY DISSEMINATION 
COPYTNO of this COMMUNICATION IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED. IF YOU HAVE 
RECEIVED THIS COMMUNICATION ERROR. PLEASE NOTIFY US IMMEDIATELY BY TELEPHONE AND 
RETl^ THE ORIGINAL MESSAGE TO U5 AT THE ADDRESS BELOW VIA THE U.S. POSTAL SERVICE. 
thaNa You. 


Detn^ermtie Party Heidquartan • 4S0 South Capitol Sirvct. S.F. 
P.ii.l I..1 by OiB Ocntn, nuic N.i.ii.iii.l Ci.iniTi«.« Cirn.raxM.... 


-WMbinciton. D.C. 20003 • 2O2S63.IO0O • FAX. 90S.SSSJ174 
ilii- DciniKTHur Sbiliinal CoMmittM aro (tnt uuc deductible. 
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Ms. Williams. Yes, the pictures with the First Lady, I didn’t 
send them directly, but I’m sure that our office process worked and 
he got pictures with the First Lady. 

Mr. Bennett. But ultimately there were questions and problems 
with respect to the matter of Mr. Chung’s photograph with the 
President and the individuals he’d taken into the Oval Office; 
weren’t there? 

Ms. Williams. There seems to have been, yes. 

Mr. Bennett. What involvement did you have with respect to 
those problems as to the picture of Mr. Chung with the President 
and his six guests to the Oval Office? 

Ms. Williams. I saw his letter at my — one of my depositions. So 
I don’t remember seeing this letter but I may have been called by 
Johnny Chung or Evan Ryan may have told me there were prob- 
lems with Mr. Chung receiving his pictures from the President and 
was there anything that I could do to help get his pictures. 

Mr. Bennett. Do you know Ms. Nancy Hernreich? 

Ms. Williams. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Bennett. And who is she? 

Ms. Williams. She is the President’s Assistant. 

Mr. Bennett. And she, in fact, will testify this afternoon, and 
also Ms. Kelly Crawford — who is Ms. Crawford? Do you know Kelly 
Crawford? 

Ms. Williams. Hillary Crawford? 

Mr. Bennett. Kelly Crawford. 

Ms. Williams. Yes. 

Mr. Bennett. And she at one time worked at the White House? 

Ms. Williams. Yes, she did. 

Mr. Bennett. Did you have any discussions with either of them 
about the comments they had with the President concerning his 
concern about the photographs? 

Ms. Williams. No, not that I recall. 

Mr. Bennett. With respect to Ms. Gina Ratliffe, she at one point 
in time ultimately worked for Mr. Chung; didn’t she? 

Ms. Williams. That’s correct. 

Mr. Bennett. And at the same time she was working for Mr. 
Chung she was still volunteering at the White House? 

Ms. Williams. No, I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Bennett. At any point in time did Ms. Ratliffe work both 
for Mr. Chung and at the White House, to your knowledge? 

Ms. Williams. No, not to my knowledge, no. 

Mr. Bennett. Did you arrange for her to get a position with Mr. 
Chung? 

Ms. Williams. No. 

Mr. Bennett. Ultimately she was employed by him? 

Ms. Williams. Yes, I understand she had taken a job with him. 

Mr. Bennett. Was that after she was employed by the First 
Lady? 

Ms. Williams. Well, I don’t believe she was ever employed by the 
First Lady. She was an intern and then a volunteer. 

Mr. Bennett. And did she go from being an intern and a volun- 
teer, to your knowledge, to an employee of Mr. Chung? 

Ms. Williams. Go from being an intern? 

Mr. Bennett. Chronologically in terms of what she was doing. 
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Ms. Williams. Oh, I do not know if there was a period in be- 
tween when she left our office and went to work for Mr. Chung or 
if there was no period in between, I just don’t know. 

Mr. Bennett. But your testimony is that she was never volun- 
teering at the White House at the same time she was working and 
being paid by Mr. Chung? 

Ms. Williams. Not to my knowledge, no. 

Mr. Bennett. Ms. Williams — and I will wind up with this, Mr. 
Chairman — do you have any personal knowledge either directly 
speaking with the President or in speaking with other members of 
the staff at the White House, of President Clinton’s concerns when 
he learned of the release of the photographs of him with Mr. Chung 
and the delegation from China? 

Ms. Williams. I have no personal knowledge. 

Mr. Bennett. Did you hear of those concerns at the White 
House? 

Ms. Williams. I knew that there was some concern about the 
pictures, but I don’t know where that concern emanated from, 
whether it was from the President or someone else. 

Mr. Bennett. Mr. Chairman, it is probably appropriate for me 
to stop and I will conclude my examination. Thank you very much. 

Just one followup question. Ms. Williams, did Mrs. Clinton have 
knowledge — did Mrs. Clinton have knowledge of Ms. Ryan ulti- 
mately going to work for Mr. Chung? 

Ms. Williams. Ms. Ryan? I think you mean Ms. Ratliffe. 

Mr. Bennett. Excuse me, I misspoke. Did you ever speak with 
Mrs. Clinton about Gina Ratliffe going from being an intern on her 
staff to going to work with Mr. Chung? 

Ms. Williams. No, there would be no reason. She was an intern, 
a volunteer. 

Mr. Bennett. Do you have any knowledge whether or not Mrs. 
Clinton knew that Ms. Ratliffe went from the staff of the First 
Lady to go to work for Mr. Chung? 

Ms. Williams. No, I have no knowledge if she did. 

Mr. Bennett. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman, and 
thank you, Mr. Chairman, for allowing me to exceed my time. 
Thank you, Ms. Williams. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time has expired. Would the mi- 
nority like to have us go vote and come back? 

Mr. Waxman. Mr. Chairman, yes, I think it would be appropriate 
for us to vote and come back, but I do want to point out that the 
issue on the House floor, as soon as the vote is completed, will be 
a matter that affects this committee: the Republican leadership has 
requested a rules change to allow this committee to have eight sub- 
committees, which is quite unheard of and in our view a real waste 
of taxpayers’ money. So if the chairman would permit, we ought to 
give some of us time to make a statement on the floor before we 
reconvene. 

Mr. Burton. That would be fine with me. The problem is I don’t 
want to impose on Ms. Williams’ time unduly. Could we have some 
of the Members come back and go ahead? 

Mr. Waxman. I think it wouldn’t last more than 5 or 10 minutes 
for some of us to make our statements. 
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Mr. Burton. Why don’t we do this. Ms. Williams, would you like 
to get a sandwich or something while we are down there debating 
another issue? 

Ms. Williams. No, hut I will he OK. 

Mr. Burton. Why don’t we plan to return as quickly as possible. 
The committee will stand in recess until the fall of the gavel. 

[Recess.] 

Mr. Burton. The committee will come to order. 

Did you have a chance to get something to eat, Ms. Williams, or 
can I call you Maggie? 

Ms. Williams. You can call me Maggie. 

Mr. Burton. You haven’t had lunch? 

Ms. Williams. I am waiting until after this to have dinner. 

Mr. Burton. You might be very hungry. 

Ms. Williams. I’m sure. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Waxman, you are recognized for 30 minutes. 

Mr. Waxman. Ms. Williams, I want to thank you for being here. 
I think it has been an extraordinary measure of cooperation for you 
to come. And as you can tell from my opening remarks, I think 
Johnny Chung’s experience is a classic example of why we need 
campaign finance reform. He gave a lot of money to the DNC, 
about $400,000, and he got a lot of access to the White House, over 
50 visits. His story paints a pretty depressing picture, in my view. 
It is hard to see how any member of the public could pay attention 
to the Johnny Chung story and not be discouraged about the health 
of our political system. To put it simply, his story presents the ap- 
pearance that campaign contributions could result in remarkable 
access to the White House. 

Now, I understand you may have a different interpretation than 
I do, and I want to ask you about this. Johnny Chung visited the 
White House 50 times. He was allowed to bring his business associ- 
ates into the White House on more than one occasion. He went to 
several White House Christmas parties. He had numerous photos 
taken with the President and the First Lady. He attended a radio 
address. He got to eat at the White House Mess on several occa- 
sions. He even got appointed to the U.S. delegation to a Commerce 
Department trade forum. 

Ms. Williams, how do you explain how someone like Johnny 
Chung got this extraordinary access? 

Ms. Williams. Congressman, as I said at the beginning of this 
hearing, I would talk to you about what it is that I know. I cer- 
tainly know how he got a picture with Mrs. Clinton, which I talked 
to you about. I certainly know how he got to go into the White 
House lunchroom, that he ate on my account. I am clear about 
that. I did not know about the trade commission. I did not know 
about several other instances. 

Mr. Waxman. But about those issues that you do know about. 

Ms. Williams. Right. 

Mr. Waxman. How is it that this fellow got such good treatment? 

Ms. Williams. Well, I’m going to say two things to you. I am not 
naive in terms of treatment of donors, but I will say another thing 
to you which I don’t think gives the American people a lot of hope, 
because one of the things that makes me exceedingly sad is that 
people watch these hearings, and they think that as between the 
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U.S. Congress and the White House there is not one good soul 
among us. 

And one of the things that I want to say is that there were a lot 
of people working at the White House, not only to ensure that peo- 
ple like Johnny Chung, who was a donor and a supporter of the 
Clintons, was ahle to come in, but that millions of Americans were 
able to come in. 

And I happen to be in an office in a situation working for a 
woman who’s graciousness, I think, is probably typified by the fact 
that when she was called a horrible name on national television by 
the mother of the Speaker of the House, what she decided to do 
was to invite her to tea. Now that sounds a little crazy, a little off- 
beat, but that was a model of graciousness that we had in the 
White House. And what I am telling you today, although I do know 
that certain people in the White House, outside of the White 
House, pay special attention to people who give the money, there 
are also people in the White House who pay special attention to 
people just because they are people. And if we could give more ac- 
cess to the public to the White House, we would do it. 

There are security concerns, for one. But quite frankly, in the 
time that I have been at the White House, nearly a million and a 
half people go through the doors of the White House. In addition 
to the regular tour, there is also a special tour for people who need 
something more. Even the Congress has a right to have constitu- 
ents that they choose who might be donors, who might just be 
friends and families, to have a special tour of the White House. So 
we have tried very hard to give access to a lot of people. 

Mr. Waxman. I guess the only point I am making and I don’t dis- 
pute what you are saying because I know the First Lady is a very 
gracious person and this White House has tried to be as open as 
possible. But it’s hard for me to believe that ordinary people would 
get the kind of treatment that a Johnny Chung got. We have a 
campaign finance system where good people in public office try to 
think about how much an individual may contribute or how much 
they have already contributed when they think about giving scarce 
resources — like their time and access — to those contributors. 

I’d like to focus for a moment on Mr. Chung’s visits. Was there 
a typical visit? What did Mr. Chung do on a typical visit, if there 
was one? 

Ms. Williams. Well, I wasn’t always present when he would 
make a typical visit to the White House. And I really don’t know — 
according to the records. I’m told that he came to the First Lady’s 
office, was cleared in by the First Lady’s office, which is to say he 
was outside of the doors and we made arrangements for him to 
come in about 20 or 21 times. Somewhere around that number. 

And that the other times that he was cleared into the White 
House, he was cleared in by another office, none of which at the 
time I knew about, but I did know from the people who worked at 
our reception office that he would drop by our office. And typically 
what he would do would be to use the phone, tell people his story 
of meeting with Mrs. Clinton, and what it has done for his life, and 
he would mostly sit and chat and wait to see if I would come out 
of the office so he could talk to me or talk to anyone else. That was 
his typical visit. 
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Mr. Waxman. Did he meet with Mrs. Clinton often? 

Ms. Williams. Meet with Mrs. Clinton? No, actually I think he 
only saw her in receiving lines at these large events. As I said, the 
one picture that I know that I arranged for was a picture. He never 
in any of his visits asked for a meeting with Mrs. Clinton, a sub- 
stantive meeting with Mrs. Clinton. He never talked to me about 
policy. He never talked to me about his business concerns, so I did 
not have a sense that what he was doing in our office was business. 
And, in fact, there were only two occasions that I can remember 
him ever being with other people when I saw him. 

One, he had a group of people and he introduced them to me. 
They did not speak English, and they all bowed to me, and I bowed 
back to them. And so that particular group of people stands out in 
my mind. 

On another occasion, I believe that he brought two or three peo- 
ple who worked for him. Other than that, I have no knowledge of 
who else he brought into the White House. 

Mr. Waxman. To your knowledge, did he ever comment, advo- 
cating any official business, advocating a position, policy position or 
asking for any official business with the White House? 

Ms. Williams. Never — not to my knowledge, no. 

Mr. Waxman. Now, in March 1995, Mr. Chung met with you and 
in the First Lady’s office and gave you a $50,000 check for the 
DNC. The key question here is whether you solicited this contribu- 
tion. Did you? 

Ms. Williams. No, I did not, as I said in my testimony, on many 
occasions he had asked to give money to Mrs. Clinton personally. 
He wanted to help her personally, he would say. I want to give to 
her personally, and I said you should give to the DNC or give to 
the campaign or any of the other entities that were available. 

Mr. Waxman. Did you or anyone in your office ever solicit any 
contribution from him, ask him to give a dollar amount? 

Ms. Williams. No, not to my knowledge, not at all. 

Mr. Waxman. What happened when Mr. Chung tried to give you 
this check? 

Ms. Williams. Well, it was only, as I recall, the whole incident — 
incident, a few minutes, if not a few seconds. I remember him 
being much more excited than normal and that, in fact, he had in 
his hand something and kept saying, “You take; you take.” And I 
was saying, Johnny, you can’t give, once again as I recall, you can’t 
give anything to Mrs. Clinton because he said, “You take, you take, 
it’s DNC. I give to the DNC through you. I give.” And he was — 
once again, not unkind and not rude, but certainly in my face a lit- 
tle bit. 

Mr. Waxman. So he insisted on giving it. Was it an envelope or 
a check? 

Ms. Williams. I really don’t recall. I mean 

Mr. Waxman. Did you know how much money the check was for? 

Ms. Williams. No, I didn’t even — I mean, the thing that is most 
memorable about that event for me is not even the check itself, it’s 
kind of his behavior at that time. 

Mr. Waxman. After he gave you the check what did you do with 
it? 

Ms. Williams. I believe I threw it in my outbox. 
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Mr. Waxman. And then what happened? 

Ms. Williams. Well, other checks come through the mail to the 
First Lady’s office. And generally, if I get them, I put them in my 
outbox where a volunteer or my assistant will direct them to the 
appropriate entity. 

Mr. Waxman. So it was then put in your outbox to mail to the 
DNC. 

Ms. Williams. Yeah, to send it wherever it belongs. 

Mr. Waxman. Mr. Bennett has already mentioned a February 27, 
1995, letter that Mr. Chung wrote to Richard Sullivan of the DNC. 
The document is Bates Stamped DNC 3233326. I think you have 
that letter. 

Mr. Dennis. What is the exhibit number. Congressman Wax- 
man? 

Mr. Waxman. Exhibit 171. 

Ms. Williams. The letter to Richard Sullivan? 

Mr. Waxman. Yes, this letter describes Mr. Chung’s plans for 
bringing a Chinese delegation to Washington. Did Mr. Chung also 
write to you about this visit? 

Ms. Williams. No, he did not. 

Mr. Waxman. Did you have any knowledge about his agenda, 
which included meetings with the President, tours of the White 
House, before he met with him in March? 

Ms. Williams. No. 

Mr. Waxman. I want to turn to another issue that has received 
a lot of attention. Mr. Chung and his delegation attended one of 
the President’s radio addresses during the March visit. Are the in- 
vitations for these broadcasts coordinated by one person in the 
President’s office? 

Ms. Williams. I really couldn’t tell you if they were coordinated 
by one person. 

Mr. Waxman. OK. Did you assist Mr. Chung in any way in ob- 
taining an invitation to that March 11, 1995, radio address and did 
you instruct anyone on your staff to do so? 

Ms. Williams. No, it’s not my recollection I helped him with the 
picture and 

Mr. Waxman. The picture is afterwards? 

Ms. Williams. No, I helped him with a picture for Mrs. Clinton, 
and 

Mr. Waxman. But not on the radio? 

Ms. Williams. No not on the radio. 

Mr. Waxman. In this context, did you mention to anyone in the 
President’s office or the DNC that Mr. Chung had made a contribu- 
tion to the DNC? 

Ms. Williams. No, I did not. 

Mr. Waxman. Did you do anything, no matter how insignificant, 
to help with this matter? 

Ms. Williams. No, not that I recall, nothing. 

Mr. Waxman. Let me ask you a more general question. Did you 
ever help anyone else obtain an invitation to the President’s radio 
address? 

Ms. Williams. One, person, yes. 

Mr. Waxman. And who was that? 
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Ms. Williams. A person by the name of Ceandra Scott who was 
an assistant to the chairman of the DNC. Her parents — I don’t re- 
member if it was her parents or her grandparents were in town 
and she really wanted them to go to the radio address. 

Mr. Waxman. I want to make sure I understand your testimony 
on two key points. First, you never solicited a contribution from 
Mr. Chung, and two, you had no role in assisting with his attend- 
ance at the President’s radio address; is that correct? 

Ms. Williams. That’s correct. 

Mr. Waxman. Mr. Chairman, what confuses me about today’s 
hearing is that Ms. Williams had to travel all the way from Europe 
to be here today. She was already deposed by us for over 10 hours; 
by the Senate for 8 hours. By the end of the day today it will be 
a long full day, and on the key points she has testified repeatedly 
under oath that she didn’t solicit Mr. Chung’s contribution. 

If she didn’t solicit the contribution, there is no illegality. Then 
the question becomes, I suppose, whether Mr. Chung’s access cre- 
ates an appearance of impropriety. That is a much larger issue 
that really goes to the heart of our campaign finance system, and 
it seems to me that if we were going to focus on that, we should 
be at least willing to look at some of the big fish. 

Ms. Williams, are you familiar with a man by the name of Duane 
Andreas of the Archer Daniels Midland Co.? 

Ms. Williams. I’ve certainly heard his name. 

Mr. Waxman. I ask because I find it odd that we are holding a 
hearing on money and access without any mention of Mr. Andreas 
and his company. Here is an individual whose generosity to both 
parties. Republicans and Democrats, is legendary. As you may 
know, he was a supporter of President Clinton, but he was also a 
contributor to Senator Dole. 

In fact, I have a series of photos starting with Mr. Andreas and 
President Truman. Then we have Mr. Andreas with President Ken- 
nedy and we also have Mr. Andreas with President Reagan and 
that photo is now being shown. 

Mr. Andreas and his company gave over $450,000 to Senator 
Dole; $70,000 to Speaker Gingrich and his PAC and $100,000 to 
the DNC at one fund-raiser alone. He’s given to almost every major 
Presidential candidate since Richard Nixon. At the same time, his 
company has received billions of dollars in Federal subsidies 
through the Ethanol Subsidy Program, and tens of millions of dol- 
lars in government contracts. 

Now, in the case of Mr. Chung, it doesn’t seem that he was inter- 
ested in any Federal subsidies or policies; is that right as far as 
you know, Ms. Williams? 

[The photographs referred to follow:] 
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Ms. Williams. To my knowledge, he never discussed it with me. 

Mr. Waxman. And as far as we know he was never awarded a 
Government contract; is that right? 

Ms. Williams. To my knowledge. 

Mr. Waxman. Mr. Chairman, since we are going to spend our 
time looking at access and contributions, I believe ADM deserves 
at least as much attention as we are giving to Johnny Chung. And 
there are a lot of others, too. And if we are going to get into this 
issue, let’s get into this issue, because it goes to the very heart of 
our campaign finance system: the access that people get to Demo- 
crats and Republicans, Presidential candidates and congressional 
candidates; the kinds of quid pro quos that they get, if not in the 
precise term of a bribe, nevertheless one that the American people 
look at as corrupting. I think that’s what our campaign finance sys- 
tem does. It corrupts. It makes people think about the money. And 
then think about what they can do to those who can give the 
money. 

We still have time left, and I want to yield at this time 10 min- 
utes to my colleague from California, Mr. Lantos. 

Mr. Lantos. I thank the gentleman for yielding. I want to wel- 
come Ms. Williams. You have been a very distinguished public 
servant. You have a record in the private sector of devoting your 
life to children’s issues and I want to welcome you to our com- 
mittee. 

I want to apologize to you for having been dragged back here 
from Paris and I want to ask you if you have any idea what your 
legal costs have been thus far? Give us just a ballpark figure. 

Ms. Williams. Not including today, $350,000. 

Mr. Lantos. Well, I suspect that’s a pretty awesome amount to 
most of us in this room, and this all in this game which I have la- 
beled “Trivial Pursuit,” so today we are engaged in, I don’t know 
what chapter of this drama. 

I want to spend a few minutes on Mr. Chung as a political hus- 
tler of a very bipartisan character. A great deal of attention was 
paid early on to a picture he had with the First Lady. I would like 
to draw attention to various other pictures that feature Mr. Chung. 

Let’s first look at the one with Mr. Chung and the Speaker of the 
House, Newt Gingrich. They seem to be engaged in a rather serious 
and substantive dialog. I cannot tell the topic by just looking at the 
picture, but I don’t think they are sharing jokes or engaging in triv- 
ial discussions. Both of them look very serious. 

Now, when we move over to Mr. Chung and the former Repub- 
lican Presidential candidate — well, we are now looking at Mr. 
Chung and Mr. Gingrich. If we could take now Mr. Chung and Sen- 
ator Dole. Mr. Chung and Senator Dole have a more sort of cordial 
appearance. They may have been discussing athletic events or per- 
haps the meal that they may or may not have shared. 

In any event there is a degree of physical proximity between the 
two of them which indicates a modicum of intimacy. 

Now, if we may move on to a lady who recently was in the news 
again because she, again, won the gubernatorial contest in New 
Jersey, Governor Christine Whitman. She seems delighted to be 
meeting Johnny Chung, and Johnny Chung is equally pleased in 
meeting her. 
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She, of course, is not the only distinguished Republican Governor 
that Johnny Chung seems to be cordial with. If we look at the 
State of Virginia, we find Governor George Allen literally beaming 
at the chance of spending a few leisurely, relaxed and I suspect 
warm moments with Mr. Chung. 

Mr. Chung, it seems, was not partial to the East Coast, so let me 
take you to the heart of the country with Governor Jim Edgar of 
Illinois who is smiling and pleased. In this case it’s Mr. Chung who 
seems to be overly elated at the opportunity of getting together. 

And since I think, in all fairness, the Pacific Coast should not be 
discriminated against. Let me take you to the State I have the 
privilege of representing, the State of California, where former Re- 
publican Presidential candidate and our current Governor, Pete 
Wilson, is serious, but very positive in his exchange with Mr. 
Chung. 

These pictures, of course, could be concocted, this series of pic- 
tures, ad nauseam and ad infinitum because if you are a resource- 
ful and aggressive political hustler, as obviously this gentleman is, 
then sooner or later you get a picture with somebody. 

[The photographs referred to follow:] 
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Mr. Lantos. I would like to read a letter which in terms of 
warmth and intimacy dramatically exceeds the letter Mrs. Clinton 
wrote Mr. Chung. This was written by the Governor of the State 
of California, Pete Wilson, and this is what it says: 

“Dear Mr. Chung: It is my understanding that you have been 
nominated as Entrepreneur of the Year,” a title surely deserved. 
“Congratulations! It is a well-deserved recognition. 

“My Communications and Press officers inform me that you and 
your team have performed in an outstanding manner. Your good 
work, in turn, has enabled my office to serve the people of Cali- 
fornia effectively and efficiently.” 

Now, I don’t quite understand this, so let me read it again, be- 
cause I have difficulty seeing how Mr. Chung’s entrepreneurial ex- 
cellence had an impact on the gubernatorial office in California, but 
there may be things here I don’t know about. So let me read Gov- 
ernor Pete Wilson’s sentence again. He’s talking to Mr. Chung and 
says: “Your good work in turn has enabled my office to serve the 
people of California effectively and efficiently, especially during 
California’s recent disasters.” 

[The letter referred to follows:] 
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Mr. Lantos. If you read this carefully, it seems that all this tre- 
mendous Statewide effort in California during the various trage- 
dies that befell the State a few years ago, and were handled so ef- 
fectively, may have been the result of the entrepreneurial brilliance 
of Johnny Chung. To conclude Pete Wilson’s letter, “Again, you 
have my appreciation for a job well done!” 

Now, I suspect that what we are dealing with, as the distin- 
guished ranking member pointed out, is the seamy side and the oc- 
casionally hilarious side of the political fund-raising system that we 
on this side of the aisle are anxious and eager to reform and cor- 
rect. But since we need to look at more than episodic evidence, let 
me indicate, still sticking to the question of photo opportunities, 
the kinds of photo opportunities that the Republican National Com- 
mittee has offered its generous contributors. 

Photo opportunities: The 1997 Republican National Committee 
annual gala offered those who raised $250,000 a photo opportunity 
with Senate Majority Leader Trent Lott and Speaker of the House 
Newt Gingrich on May 13, 1997. In 1995, the Republican Senate/ 
House dinner invitation offered those who donated or raised 
$100,000, a quote, “a photo opportunity with Senate Majority Lead- 
er Bob Dole, House Majority Leader Dick Armey and Speaker of 
the House Newt Gingrich.” A 1992 President’s dinner, this involved 
President Bush, promised those who raised $92,000, you get the 
cute connection. It’s 1992, oh, you have to give $92,000, $^92,000 
you get a photo opportunity with President Bush. 

Season ticket holders, now if you thought that season ticket hold- 
ers is a sports expression, it isn’t. Season ticket holders are people 
in the Republican National Committee’s lexicon. They are contribu- 
tors who gave $250,000 a year. They were invited to attend private 
receptions with Presidential candidates, private meetings with con- 
gressional committee chairmen, lunch with Newt Gingrich and Bob 
Dole, breakfast with the Republican Presidential nominee at the 
Republican National Convention. Season ticket holders also are 
promised a GOP staff person on call to answer questions and pro- 
vide assistance. 

If you are not a season ticket holder, but a lower level contrib- 
utor, $175,000 over a 4-year period, you’re invited to attend a re- 
treat with Presidential candidates, participate in international 
business missions, and national and regional meetings with key 
Republican leaders. 

Now, if you are just an Eagle, an Eagle is a person who gives 
$15,000 a year, you are invited to attend a White House dinner, 
meeting in Washington with party leaders and an international 
business mission and so on. 

Now, I find Johnny Chung’s activities nauseating and revolting 
and very likely illegal. And I hope that the full weight of the law 
will be brought to bear on any activities on his part or on anybody 
else’s part where we are dealing with violations of law. 

But the fact that in the process of his hustling, during the course 
of which he got hold of the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
in an intimate setting, the Republican Presidential candidate, 
former Senator Dole, a man for whom I have very high regard, in 
a close setting, these fine Republican Governors covering the na- 
tional landscape from California to New Jersey, from Virginia to II- 
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linois, do not make it so unique that in his reckless and mindless 
pursuit of political leaders, he also was interested in meeting with 
some people in the White House. 

I find the performance unattractive, unacceptable, nauseating, 
but totally bipartisan. And the hypocritical attempt on the part of 
some on the other side to portray Mr. Johnny Chung as perpe- 
trating these photo outrages with Democrats only, the facts simply 
will not bear out. I yield back the time to the ranking member. 

Mr. Waxman. Thank you for yielding back to me, Mr. Kanjorski. 
Do you want to ask questions of Ms. Williams? 

Mr. Kanjorski. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Waxman. Mr. Kanjorski, it looks like I’m not yielding you 
any time. Why don’t we wait until the next round. We yield back 
the balance of our time. 

Let me ask a question. You said that Mr. Chung would tell you 
how his meeting with Mrs. Clinton had changed his life. Did he 
ever tell you about his meetings with these Republican Governors 
and whether that changed his life as well? 

Ms. Williams. No, he did not. 

Mr. Waxman. I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman yields back. Mrs. Morelia. 

Mrs. Morella. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Ms. Williams, you 
didn’t see this as any part of your job description, did you? I just 
wanted to indicate my appreciation for your being here and your 
willingness to answer questions. I’ve always valued working with 
you in small ways in the past. 

Ms. Williams. Thank you. 

Mrs. Morella. There are a couple of questions I have because 
they mystify me and perhaps you can shed some light on this. I 
have been looking at the papers I have here before me, and there 
is one here that is exhibit 255 — 155? 155, maybe we could put it 
on the screen. At any rate, it is a memorandum to you, Ms. Wil- 
liams, from Gary Walters, and it’s bills for collection. In that 
memorandum which you received from Gary Walters, at the bottom 
it indicates, remaining to be paid by the DNC for fiscal year 1994, 
$135,345.25. 

[Note. — Exhibit 255 can be found on pp. 43 to 46.] 

Mrs. Morella. Now, in the Tom Brokaw tape, Mr. Chung spe- 
cifically said that he was solicited by Evan Ryan to make a con- 
tribution to cover that particular debt. Do you know anything 
about that? 

Ms. Williams. No, I do not. 

Mrs. Morella. The thing that puzzles me is that how do you 
fathom that he knew about this debt for holiday events if somebody 
didn’t tell him? And who do you think might have told him? Where 
do you think the information might have come from? 

Ms. Williams. Congresswoman, as I have been asked that ques- 
tion earlier, and my first reaction would be not to speculate where 
Mr. Chung had heard that. I will say to you that this document, 
or the fact that the DNC, along with other organizations, had not 
paid debts to the White House for events held there was really not 
a state secret. People at the DNC knew this, people in my office 
knew this. I could simply say to you that this was not a well kept 
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or hidden state of issues. But I do not know from whom, if in fact 
he got the information, whom he got it from. 

Mrs. Morella. You can understand why it would be puzzling be- 
cause it says specific in terms of the breakdown with regard to the 
events that had been held. So somebody got the word out. You 
don’t know who did? And you say it may have been very well- 
known. 

Ms. Williams. I think that it was — I think that it was generally 
known, because at the DNC and also at the White House, that 
there were bills that organizations had not paid, including the 
DNC, yes. 

Mrs. Morella. Incidentally, that is exhibit 255; right. 

I had another question in looking over some of the photographs 
and the letters and this has to do with the fact that evidently Mr. 
Chung must have been using these photographs and letters for his 
own business benefits. One witness that was interviewed by the 
committee said that Mr. Chung convinced him to invest over 
$900,000 in his company, AISI, and he said he was finally forced 
to sue Mr. Chung when he discovered that AISI was not capable 
of even providing the services that Mr. Chung said that it could. 

And I just wondered, were you aware that Mr. Chung was uti- 
lizing these letters, photographs, for his personal aggrandizement 
for his business, it was fraud? 

Ms. Williams. No, I had no idea. 

Mrs. Morella. It seems as though at some point there was a 
cease and desist that was sent from the White House, and so evi- 
dently somebody caught on to the fact that this was inappropri- 
ately used. Are you aware of that? 

Ms. Williams. No, I’m not — no. I’m not specifically aware of that. 

Mrs. Morella. I have another kind of question, and that has to 
do with the young intern, Gina Ratliffe. 

Ms. Williams. Uh-huh. 

Mrs. Morella. And trying to follow the line of her involvement 
as an intern in the First Lady’s office. In her deposition, Ms. 
Ratliffe said that she started to work as a volunteer in the First 
Lady’s office after she returned from her trip to China with Johnny 
Chung. And I just wondered, did you know that when she was vol- 
unteering in the First Lady’s office that she was employed by Mr. 
Chung? 

Ms. Williams. No, I have to tell you, I really didn’t focus very 
much on the comings and goings of the interns and the volunteers. 

Mrs. Morella. If you had known, what kind of advice would you 
have given her? 

Ms. Williams. With respect to? 

Mrs. Morella. Whether she should sever her internship or sever 
her work with Mr. Chung. I mean 

Ms. Williams. I guess. Congresswoman, I’m not quite clear. She 
was working 

Mrs. Morella. She was employed by Mr. Chung while she was 
working at the White House as an intern. I just wondered, had you 
known that this was going on, would you have said to her, I really 
don’t think you should be here or you shouldn’t be working for Mr. 
Chung? I mean, I probably would have said something to a young 
woman who was an intern had I found out? 
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Ms. Williams. Well, it’s very hard for me to speculate or give ad- 
vice in retrospect. I prefer not to do that because there are quite 
a few things that I have recently learned with respect to Mr. 
Chung through news media accounts and since we haven’t heard 
from him, I’m reticent to simply receive those as given until we do. 
We have — so, I mean, I don’t know what specific advice I would 
give to her about not volunteering in the First Lady’s office because 
she was working with Mr. Chung. I just don’t quite know what ad- 
vice that would be. 

Mrs. Morella. ok. 

Mr. Burton. The gentlewoman’s time has expired. 

Mrs. Morella. Yes, I thank you, Mr. Chairman. I thank you, 
Ms. Williams. These are just riddles within enigmas that were 
cryptic. Thank you. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Kanjorski. 

Mr. Kanjorski. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. Ms. Wil- 
liams, what was the policy of the Clinton administration in regard 
to increasing access to the White House? 

Ms. Williams. Well, I certainly know that both the President 
and the First Lady were always looking for opportunities to in- 
crease the number of people who got to come to the White House. 
In fact it was — it is during the term of Mrs. Clinton’s time as First 
Lady that she started talking about the White House as the peo- 
ple’s house and asked that several things be worked on and done, 
including having special days like the veterans of foreign affairs 
days where veterans could come into the White House, special day 
for scouts and girl guides. The idea was to get as many people into 
the White House as possible. 

Mr. Kanjorski. Isn’t it true that you had a policy there to en- 
courage average Americans to come down and volunteer: opening 
up Christmas cards to the President, answering letters to the 
President and the First Lady? 

Ms. Williams. Oh, the White House could not survive without 
the help of its volunteers and we certainly encouraged people to do 
that. Young people and quite a few older people. 

Mr. Kanjorski. I remember particularly being down in the Exec- 
utive Office Building myself when two busloads of senior citizens 
from Carbon County, PA, were just tickled pink to have an oppor- 
tunity to be invited into the White House to volunteer their time 
to open up Christmas cards and letters to the President. And that 
wasn’t particular to Carbon County, PA, was it? 

Ms. Williams. No, in fact a number of things we have done. We 
have tried to, at Christmas to go out and get people from the 
States to come in and participate at Christmas, whether it be their 
choirs or in-house decorating. Yes, there has been a real special ef- 
fort made that, you know. I’m extremely proud of in trying to get 
people into the White House to see it, because it’s incredible to be 
there. 

Mr. Kanjorski. Ms. Williams, I go home to my district every 
weekend and I talk to constituents. When they describe their op- 
portunity to visit the White House, they light up and just the es- 
sence of being close to the President and the First Lady, even if 
they never see them. And isn’t it true, 95 percent of the people that 
pass through the White House or come there never really get an 
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opportunity to see the President, but just the association that the 
President is there and their particular President is there gives 
them great enthusiasm? 

Ms. Williams. Oh, certainly. And I would say that while you’re 
probably right that 95 percent of them never see the President or 
First Lady, Mrs. Clinton has made it a habit from time to time to 
actually walk through the visitors’ lines and to see people who 
would not ordinarily have a chance to see her. So, yes, access has 
been important to us. 

Mr. Kanjorski. And although a million and a half people a year 
do come to the White House, even if you calculated that over the 
5 years of this Presidency, that’s about 7.5 million. That would 
leave about 262.5 million people in the United States that in the 
last 5 years didn’t get an opportunity to go to the White House, 
isn’t that right? 

Ms. Williams. That is true, but soon the White House will be 
available on CD-ROM. 

Mr. Kanjorski. But what I wanted to point out when we say the 
White House, it is really the White House compound we are talking 
about. 

Ms. Williams. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Kanjorski. And most people don’t realize that what they see 
as the White House is a very small portion of the President’s office 
and residence of the White House. But alongside and off on the 
West side of the White House is the Old Executive Office Building 
that sort of looks like a French architecture — well. I’ve never been 
too fond of it myself. It lacks air conditioning, seems to be ineffi- 
cient and was probably planned by some frustrated architect. But 
anyway, that is where most of the operations of the White House 
occur, in that Old Executive Office Building; isn’t that correct? 

Ms. Williams. Yes, in fact that’s where the First Lady’s staff is 
situated in the Old Executive Office Building. 

Mr. Kanjorski. That’s where your office was. Isn’t it true that 
the First Lady was also occupying a working office in or near the 
West Wing? 

Ms. Williams. That’s true. In the West Wing in fact. 

Mr. Kanjorski. So if I dropped by your office, if I were informed 
at all, I would have to know that the likelihood is that the First 
Lady would be there on very, very few occasions, but that was a 
working office. 

Ms. Williams. That’s correct. 

Mr. Kanjorski. So Johnny Chung taking this opportunity to 
come by your office would have to be either naive or he wasn’t com- 
ing there with the anticipation of seeing the First Lady because she 
is hardly ever there; is that correct? 

Ms. Williams. Rarely is she there, and he never asked to see 
her. 

Mr. Kanjorski. The only other thing I would to straighten out, 
I have heard a lot of postulation on the other side here about das- 
tardly campaign contributions. Now I’m going to be a bit of a con- 
fessor, I don’t think there is a member on this committee, in the 
House of Representatives, or in the U.S. Senate who hasn’t been 
discombobulated or embarrassed when a supporter, friend, or asso- 
ciate of theirs either walks into their official office or sees them at 
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a function and wants to press their hand and hand them an enve- 
lope, and usually with a political contrihution involved. And so 
often in my career, because of the FEC regulations, the contribu- 
tion is in cash and you have to end up going to your lawyer, send- 
ing letters and trying to straighten out the whole problem, but it 
is always the case that you mentioned in your testimony. How do 
you treat these people? Do you turn on them and suggest that they 
are being criminal? Do you ratchet the envelope back in their 
hands and say don’t ever come here again? But it is really a sort 
of sensitivity that you address this and you try and handle it in 
a modulated way, not to offend them, and in the other way comport 
with the regulations and the laws regarding campaign contribu- 
tions. 

Is that what you describe in your testimony today when you were 
faced with this suddenness and the rush of Mr. Chung wanting to 
personally pass that envelope to you and knowing full well that it 
would take an awful lot of time to explain to him the convoluted 
rules and regulations of campaign financing and conduits and ev- 
erything else, but instead you just took it, passed it on unopened, 
unseen and really had little significance, but it did embarrass you; 
is that correct? 

Ms. Williams. Slightly, Congressman. Embarrassed myself and 
embarrassed for him. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

I’d like to, before I yield to my colleague, Mr. Cox, I’d like to take 
a couple of minutes. I have not yet had 5 minutes, so I think it’s 
important to maybe explain a little bit of why we are here. 

Mr. Lantos pointed out a number of public officials who have ap- 
peared with Mr. Chung. And we agree that that took place. But 
one of the major functions and focuses of our investigation is the 
illegal foreign contributions that came into the United States. 

Mr. Lantos. The light is not on. 

Mr. Burton. Would you turn the light on for me, please, thank 
you. 

One of the main focuses of the investigation is to find out if ille- 
gal foreign contributions were coming into the United States 
through conduits into the American political process, whether it’s 
RepuWican or Democrat. Now, we know that on March 6, 1995 — 
and Ms. Williams, according to her testimony, has no knowledge of 
this, so we are not making any kind of allegation about that. But 
there was $150,000 that came from the Bank of China in Beijing, 
China, on March 6th, to Johnny Chung at the CalEed Bank. 
$150,000 came from the Bank of China in Beijing on March 6th. 
Now, we know that 3 days later on March 9th, he gave a check to 
Ms. Williams for $50,000. 

Now, at the time he got the $150,000 from the Bank of China 
in Beijing, he had a negative bank account. He didn’t have any 
money. So it’s logical to assume that the $150,000 he got from the 
Bank of Beijing — Bank of China in Beijing, China was money that 
he gave to Ms. Williams which ultimately found its way to the 
DNC. That doesn’t mean that Ms. Williams did anything wrong. 
But the fact is she was a recipient, probably, of illegal foreign con- 
tributions. 
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Now, the reason I bring that up, and then there were $70,000 
that was subsequently deposited to the Johnny Chung general 
bank account on March 4th. But the fact of the matter is there is 
a very strong possibility, and you can see the chart on the monitor, 
that foreign money was laundered and was given to the DNC. 

[Exhibit C-82 follows:] 



83 








84 


Mr. Burton. That’s what we are all about. We are trying to find 
out about illegal foreign contributions that found its way into the 
Democrat National Committee and, if it occurred, into the Repub- 
lican National Committee. That’s what this is all about. 

These pictures of the people that Johnny Chung met, he may 
have met me for all I know. These pictures don’t really mean a lot, 
other than they show that he was a person who had the ability to 
have access to a number of people. But what we are really all about 
here, at least what I would like us to be about, is the laundering 
of foreign money into the election process in this country, and 
whether or not Mr. Chung or anybody else tried to get some conces- 
sions in the area of foreign policy or business concessions or any- 
thing else in exchange for that money and whether or not foreign 
governments or foreign entities were getting the benefits of these 
contributions in the form of concessions to a country or to a foreign 
business. That’s what we are all about, and that’s why I wanted 
to take my time to respond. 

With that, I apologize, I will yield the remainder of my time he 
would like, to Mr. Cox, and then he can have his own time in the 
next go-round. 

Mr. Cox. I thank the chairman. I will just use the balance of the 
chairman’s time and take my own time later to pursue the chair- 
man’s line of questioning. 

The thank you note that was sent from the DNC to Johnny 
Chung on July 24 , 1995, that came from Don Fowler said to John- 
ny Chung, I enjoyed meeting with your friend, who is the wife of 
the Chief of Staff of the Chinese People’s Liberation Army. The 
people that came into the White House with Johnny Chung were 
all, for the most part, communist Chinese officials. The China Pe- 
trochemical Corp., COSCO, CITIC, the firm headed by the arms 
dealer Wang Jun, who himself was at a White House coffee. CITIC, 
of course is directly controlled by the State Council, the People’s 
Republic of China. Did you talk to the National Security Council 
about this group’s visit into the White House at any time before the 
visit took place? 

Ms. Williams. No, I actually — if Mr. Chung — once Mr. Chung — 
once it was agreed that Mr. Chung, could, one, have a photo with 
Mrs. Clinton or go to the Mess, it was simply a matter of clearing 
in whoever he was bringing with him. I was 

Mr. Cox. Was this your decision? 

Ms. Williams. Pardon? 

Mr. Cox. Was this your decision? 

Ms. Williams. No, it was pretty much 

Mr. Cox. Who made the decision to let the people come in? 

Ms. Williams. The White House security people. What typically 
happens is if Mr. Chung was going to come and take a picture — 
and I’m not even sure at that point in time that I knew that Mr. 
Chung was bringing in a group of people to have a picture taken 
with Mrs. Clinton. I was OKing a picture 

Mr. Cox. But I have a document here, exhibit 187, which is a 
name list of the delegation which was in your possession prior to 
the radio address. 

[Exhibit 187 follows:] 
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Ms. Williams. It was in my possession 

Mr. Cox. Had you ever seen exhibit 187 prior to the radio visit? 
Because this is a document that was prepared by the White House 
and it lists the names and titles of the PRC people who were com- 
ing in. 

Ms. Williams. No, this was not, never in my possession. 

Mr. Cox. When did you first see this document? 

Ms. Williams. During the deposition. 

Mr. Cox. Can you tell from this document who prepared it? 

Ms. Williams. No. 

Mr. Cox. I wonder if I could inquire of counsel, do we know who 
prepared this document, exhibit 187, which says Name List of Del- 
egation? It is my understanding this is a White House document. 

Mr. Bennett. Congressman, I believe the testimony this after- 
noon will indicate the document was initially prepared by Mr. 
Chung, and there is handwriting of witnesses who will be called 
this afternoon who made notations on this document. White House 
personnel. 

Mr. Cox. Is it committee staffs understanding that this docu- 
ment was circulated inside the White House prior to the 

Mr. Bennett. It is our understanding that that is the hand- 
writing of Ms. Nancy Hernreich of the White House. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Cox, my time has expired. 

Mr. Cox. I appreciate the gentleman, I will return to this later. 
Thank you. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Barrett. 

Mr. Barrett. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I am curious, first of 
all, as to whether we will be holding hearings, as I sit here next 
to the Republican wall of shame, into how he got access to these 
individuals. Do you plan on holding any hearings on that? 

Mr. Burton. If there’s any indication that illegal foreign money 
came into the RNC, of course we’ll look into that. 

Mr. Barrett. Have you attempted at all to discern that? 

Mr. Burton. Well, there has to be some indication that there 
was wrongdoing before we start an investigation. If you have some 
evidence, I most certainly will do that. We have evidence in this 
case. We have $50,000 that we are sure, or almost certain, came 
from the Bank of China in Beijing. 

Mr. Barrett. Reclaiming my time, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. I will give you more time. 

Mr. Barrett. Mr. Chairman, it is my time. If you want to take 
my time away from me, but it is my time. 

Mr. Burton. We will investigate. 

Mr. Barrett. It is wonderful to put the innuendo on the table 
that the fact is that the money came from the Bank of China, but 
that doesn’t mean that it is necessarily Chinese Government 
money. But that is what these hearings are. They are innuendo 
after innuendo, and it is a travesty that we are looking at this, but 
we are not spending a second on the Triad Management Group. 
We’re not going to look on that and there are allegations on that, 
Mr. Chairman. There are real allegations on that, and this com- 
mittee would not for a second dare spend any time examining alle- 
gations against Republicans. And that’s why this is such a total 
travesty. There is no attempt here for fairness. There is no attempt 
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here to balance these hearings. This is nothing more than going 
after the President of the United States. That is clearly what this 
is, and I think that everybody should recognize that. 

Ms. Williams, I thank you for being here. I’m sorry that you had 
to come back. You obviously have spent a lot of time and a lot of 
money to defend yourself I frankly don’t think that this committee 
cares about that at all. I think they would be more than happy to 
have you go into bankruptcy because you committed a mortal sin, 
Ms. Williams. You worked in a Democratic White House. That was 
your sin, and if this is going to ruin your life, it’s going to ruin your 
life. And that’s the way this committee works and we should all be 
well aware of that. 

I’d like to ask you a couple of questions if I could, please, about 
your role with Mr. Chung. Before the March 1995 events, Mr. 
Chung had told you on other visits that he wanted to give to the 
First Lady, hadn’t he? 

Ms. Williams. Yes, that’s correct. 

Mr. Barrett. And what did you tell him? 

Ms. Williams. I told him that he could not give personally to 
Mrs. Clinton. He could do not that. 

Mr. Barrett. And you always told him that, didn’t you? 

Ms. Williams. Yes, I told him that would be inappropriate, that 
we could not do that. 

Mr. Barrett. And you told him that if he wanted to contribute 
money, he could give to entities such as the DNC and the cam- 
paign; is that correct? 

Ms. Williams. That’s correct. 

Mr. Barrett. Did you ever suggest to him that if he gave money 
to the DNC, he would help pay off DNC debts to the First Lady 
relating to White House Christmas parties? 

Ms. Williams. No, I did not. 

Mr. Barrett. Did you ever say to Ms. Ryan that if Mr. Chung 
asks her how he could help the First Lady, Ms. Ryan should sug- 
gest helping the DNC pay off its debts concerning the Christmas 
parties? 

Ms. Williams. No, I have no recollection of that. 

Mr. Barrett. You simply passed the check on to DNC when you 
received it? 

Ms. Williams. Right. That’s correct. 

Mr. Barrett. And that was your normal practice? That had hap- 
pened in other incidences? 

Ms. Williams. With checks, yes. 

Mr. Barrett. Was the incident in which Chung handed you a 
check the first time anyone had handed you a political contribution 
check in the White House? 

Ms. Williams. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Barrett. Since this incident, no one came to the office of 
First Lady to give you a political contribution check? 

Ms. Williams. No. 

Mr. Barrett. Let me ask you this, then. This fellow, again, from 
these pictures right here, I would put in the category of a political 
groupie. Would you say that is an accurate description of him? 

Ms. Williams. I don’t like to call names. 
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Mr. Barrett. I’m not saying that that is a derogatory name. He 
obviously likes to be around politicians. 

Ms. Williams. Well, he likes to be around politicians. 

Mr. Barrett. Maybe that is the negative. I don’t necessarily 
mean groupie as a negative word. Was he involved in high level 
policy discussions? 

Ms. Williams. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Barrett. He was just someone who liked to be around the 
First Lady. 

Ms. Williams. He liked to be around the office, yes. 

Mr. Barrett. Just like he apparently liked to be around Gov- 
ernor George Allen, a Republican from Virginia; he liked to be 
around Governor Christine Whitman, a Republican from New Jer- 
sey; he liked to be around majority leader. Senator Bob Dole, a Re- 
publican from Kansas; he liked to be around Speaker Newt Ging- 
rich, a Republican from Georgia; he liked to be around Governor 
Jim Edgar, a Republican of Illinois; Governor Pete Wilson, a Re- 
publican of California, and apparently the entire Governor’s office 
is something he liked to be around. So he is a man who liked to 
be around power. Would you say that is pretty accurate? 

Ms. Williams. I would say that would be correct. 

Mr. Barrett. And how did you treat him differently from other 
people? 

Ms. Williams. No differently. I tried to accommodate his re- 
quests. If I could do something for him, I would. If I could do some- 
thing for you, I would. 

Mr. Barrett. And so you treated him and his political contribu- 
tion just like any other one; is that correct? 

Ms. Williams. Just like anybody else, not necessarily even a con- 
tributor, but, yeah, I thought I treated him fairly, and I treated 
him well, and I was gracious to him, and I went out of my way to 
accommodate his requests, and I felt that that was a job that we 
were supposed to be doing in our office for everybody. 

Mr. Barrett. OK, thank you. Again, I thank you for your com- 
ments. And I think that Mr. Waxman did a wonderful job in his 
opening statement, because the problem here is, yes, there was too 
much access to the Democratic White House. There is too much ac- 
cess to Democratic Members of Congress and there is too much ac- 
cess to Republican Members of Congress. People who have money 
in this society have more influence on Government than people 
who don’t have money. That’s what the problem is, and that’s why 
this hearing is a sham because it doesn’t really care about that. All 
it cares about is trying to make the President look as bad as it pos- 
sibly can, and I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time has expired. The gentleman 
from California, Mr. Cox. 

Mr. Cox. I thank the chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Would you yield to me for 30 seconds? 

Mr. Cox. Pleased to yield to the chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Let me just correct one thing that my colleague has 
just said. First of all, we are investigating allegations of illegal for- 
eign contributions coming in to the Republican party and the Na- 
tional Policy Forum. We’ve had two people in California, detailees 
and others, talking about Mr. Ted Sioeng, who gave money to the 
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National Policy Forum as well as the Democrat National Com- 
mittee. We have subpoenaed and are receiving information on the 
Young brothers, who had a shell corporation in Miami that gave 
money to the Republican National Committee. We are looking at 
both sides. 

I understand the reason to try to make it look like we are being 
totally biased. The fact of the matter is we are not. We are looking 
at foreign contributions, illegal foreign contributions that may have 
bought influence in this country in the political process. That’s 
what it’s all about. 

Mr. Barrett. Would the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Burton. I do not have the time. 

Mr. Barrett. What about the Triad Management? Are we look- 
ing at that, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Burton. If the gentleman would yield another 10 seconds, 
I am going to send a subpoena to Triad. Does that satisfy you? 

Mr. Barrett. I think that that’s a positive statement. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you very much. Mr. Cox. 

Mr. Cox. Reclaiming my time, thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Ms. Williams, do you understand the concern, and I think it is 
a legitimate one, on both sides of the aisle about illegal foreign pay- 
ments? 

Ms. Williams. Do I understand the concern? 

Mr. Cox. About illegal foreign payments? 

Ms. Williams. Yes, I understand the concern. 

Mr. Cox. And even if you were not aware of it at the time, do 
you think it’s appropriate for this committee to be investigating the 
apparent connection between a March 6th wire transfer to Johnny 
Chung for $150,000 from the PRC to the $50,000 check that you 
received in the White House 

Ms. Williams. I really don’t think it is in my 

Mr. Cox [continuing]. A few days later? 

Ms. Williams. I don’t think it’s really in my purview to say 
whether or not I think it’s the right thing to do. 

Mr. Cox. Well, I ask this because, as the Chief of Staff to the 
First Lady of the United States, you have a great deal of experi- 
ence and judgment. And if questions are being raised about the 
propriety of the investigation, I just want to know whether or not 
you can see a prima facie reason for us to investigate when there’s 
a $150,000 wire transfer using the bank of China in Beijing that 
goes into Johnny Chung’s account, and 3 days later, he hands you 
a $50,000 check inside the White House. Is that something, even 
though you didn’t know at the time, is that something 

Ms. Williams. Mr. Cox, I did not know that at the time. And 
with all due respect, and I want you to know this, with all due re- 
spect, if you were interested in my opinion about this, you would 
have asked me before I was here. 

Mr. Cox. Well, I’m asking you now. 

Ms. Williams. Well, I do not want to make comments now. I am 
a fact witness here, and I don’t necessarily have to give my opinion. 

Mr. Cox. Fair enough. With the ranking member, you covered 
the ground of whether or not you solicited this contribution. And 
it’s your opinion as well as your fact testimony that you did not so- 
licit; is that correct? 
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Ms. Williams. Well, that is not an opinion. It is fact testimony. 

Mr. Cox. To the extent it’s a legal opinion as well as a fact ques- 
tion, but it’s your testimony that you did not solicit for legal pur- 
poses; is that right. 

Ms. Williams. That’s my testimony. 

Mr. Cox. You did precisely what? You accepted an envelope, but 
did not open it? 

Ms. Williams. I don’t recall if there was an envelope. I recall 
that I accepted something that I believed to be a check. 

Mr. Cox. Why did you believe it to be a check? 

Ms. Williams. Because he said, here I give to you, I give to you. 
It looked like a check. 

Mr. Cox. Did you contact the White House Counsel’s Office about 
that check? 

Ms. Williams. No, I did not. 

Mr. Cox. Were you aware of the guidance from the White House 
Counsel’s Office that it’s inappropriate for you to accept that check? 

Ms. Williams. The guidance I believe I had from the White 
House Counsel was that you could take a check. That did not nec- 
essarily constitute acceptance, and since other checks had come 
through the mail, as long as you passed it on to the appropriate 
entity. 

Mr. Cox. Well, to refresh your recollection, the Counsel to the 
President sent a memo around to all the heads of White House of- 
fices that states that Federal law prohibits the receipt of campaign 
contributions in Federal buildings. It says that Federal employ- 
ees — 

Mr. Dennis. Is there a document? Excuse me. Congressman. Is 
there a document number? 

Mr. Cox. Document — excuse me, exhibit No. 153. And while 
you’re looking for that, I will just read from 18 United States 

Mr. Dennis. I have it here. 

Mr. Cox [continuing]. Code, Section 607, which says that it is un- 
lawful for any person to receive, receive, not solicit, but receive any 
contribution in any room or building occupied in the discharge of 
official duties. Any person who violates this section shall be fined 
under this title or imprisoned not more than 3 years or both. 

Has your lawyer told you about this criminal code provision prior 
to your appearing here today? 

[Exhibit 153 follows:] 
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specific eandidatea) . S O.i.C. 214, 217 (1292).' Activity ie 
official if it relates to tha Preaidant's polieias, prograes or 
Isglalatlva agenda, oven if it concarna aattars on Wsigh opinion 
ia politically' divided. 14. Ohyioualy, hovever, there are gray 
areas in betvaan these two definitions; if you have questions 
regarding particular aotlvltiaa, do not haeltete to contact the 
Counsel's office for guidance. 


XSI. PTOhihlelaBS an Certain Pollti oal Activity 

Will® White House etaff aav angaga in political activity, there 
are still eastain' restrictions an such conduct. A nunhsr of 
criminal statutes , prohibit tha use of federal pregrans, ^oparty 
or anpleyaent for political purposes. Vlelatlan of thaae 
statutes is punishable by InprlBonnent and a substantial fins 
Xt -ia therefore iaporative that staff obsarve tha prohibitions 
outlined balow. 


^ Certain coste are not consldarad to be horns by tha 
treasury because they are costs that the govamaant already has 
incurred for official purposae in tha abaancs of political ' 
activity, offioe apace; eaployee salaries. 5 C.P.R. 

S 73«.sa3. But urn vr, section O. 


^ It Is iaportant to understand that far ths purpesas of 
this aenorandUB, the official rsaponslbilitlas that euatouarllv 
have bean parforasd by tha Political Affairs office constitute 
"official" and not "political" aetivltlss. tharafore, the 
restraints citad herein do not in general affect tha activities 
offics nalntcnanca, or other coots undertaken or Incurred in the 
discharge of such respenalbllitise. 


" EXHIBIT 
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fa daral «»pIoy«««:. inBl<idii»a Wfcit« Wou«« wmay«««. mv 

(1) lua thair effleial authaclty or Influanea tar tha 

rirpeojt «C lAtwrCoclng «ltt m •ttoecins th* rasult at 
a noaihktlen or an alaetion of any candidate; 


(2) Intlaidata, threaten, eonaand or eoarea any fadacal 

eaployaa ce engaqa in or not to angaga In any political 
aetlvlty; 



over kaowiagXy aallole, aoeapc ex raoalva a poittloaX 
ooatrlhuttoB froa any yoraon, laaivdtag a avmordtaaco 
or otter fodorat anpieyaai* 


(4> run for the nonlnatlon or aa a eandldata for aXoetlon 
to a partlatn peiltleal oftlea; 


(8) Knowingly aollclt or dieeoorage the participation in 
any political activity of any pareen who haa an 
awUcation for any eonponeation, grant, contract, 
ruling, Ileanaa, pemlt or cartlfieata ponding bafora 
tha Btatf naabar's office; or. 


(7) proaiea or withheld fadaral banaflta (jebo, granto. 

contraeto) baoad an pelitieal support or nenouppert ~ 
including favoring or panallstng aapleyoss or 
withholding onploynont to indues sonaona to a 

peiltleal contribution or otharwlaa participate in 
political activity; or, 

(•) knowingly soliolt or diseeuraga the partieipatien in 
any political activity of any parson who la the subject 
of, or a participant in, an ongoing Invastlgation,' 
audit,' or anfercoBont aotlen being carried out by tha 
aapleyaa's offlea. 

rv. LlBltatlone on Caapaicra Activities Bv White Bnuae 

we have sat forth balow guldalinas to ansura that political 
activity undertakan by Hhito House staff is within the Halts 
prescribed by law and white Bouse pelldy. While thase'guidslinas 
will eo'var aany day-to-day situations that arise, tho slapisat 
rule to follow is tha ■eoBaon-sanss* praetiCa that anythira 
obviously political that involves the use of resources should be 
dona by tha eaapaign, avan if doing it hers can bo "Xaeallv* 
justlflod, • ' 


* The sole arcaptlon to this psebibitlen is for 
labor or asployoa organlxations. Plaasa consult our of fin 
before undertaking any action iaplioating this exception. 


EXHIBIT 

IS3.-3 
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3 .. skall' B»etin«a in^alvis^ eaa^lgn er saXlticali 
off ielaifi and emit* House eaeff sesbers ^ StaU in e Hhita 
Souse staff eieuber'a effisa, tha Heat Sins or the Old Exseutlve 
0££ic9 Suildins, or, if it le a luncheon or braaltfaet seating, in 
tha mi.%& House Sees, ^ovidsd that sudk aeatlngs do not 
interfsre «it& tha conduct of SevarTusant baeinoss. such 
getharinge oust be organised by White House staff uasibers who are 
perBlttod to engage 'in political activity in a federal building, 
Oevamment buildings, including White House offices and uaeting 
rooms, should not b« used for aaetlngs or events organitad ^ a 
campaign of political coDmittee, 


a. Qsspa 

pva hlhitad in or fte 
^apf ^isa are nrehib 
gg agibutions. This 
h gla in tne w»mj ;£S 
AV oBsnata froB tha 


ant huildlnge. In addition. 


are 

fadaral 


■»♦•*■ "“y net ba 
hone eallo or'H 
adarai Buiiaiag 


3. caspaign-speneored or ether mliticel aetivitias 
{raeapsionii. ^dinners, aaetings, but net tundraisesa) may be bald 
"is; the Hjseeutive Haeidenee, provided that tha Prseidant, rirat 
£ndy or sama other Sasaily ^sbex attands tha. av^t. similarly, 
eenpsign es other palieloal sweata (ether than fundralaars) also 
may be hald at tha vice president's Heaidanea as long ae tha Viee 
President, ttrs. Sees, as acme other family aaabers attands tha - 
event. Thm costa of such events at either rasidenee oust be paid 
by the proper eaupalgn or political eoaaittea. 


tinder IS tl.S.C. S 603, It is a felony for any officer or ouployae 
o£ the governaent to give a pelltleal contribution to hla or har 
’’smpXoysr er eapleying authority." At tho vary leeat,'thiS' 
provision prohibits aaployaaa of tha Uhlta Honaa Office, the 
Office of Policy oevalopaent, and the Office of tha Vice 
President (including hie Sanata ataCC), and quite probably all 
federal eaployaas, tzam contributing to the authorised caupaign 
conaittee of tha PreaidanC. 


p^dergl law prohibite tha receipt of caapalgn contrlbutiona In 
federal buildings. Oeeaaionally, centrlbutiena intondad far a 
eanpalgn ceeraittaa aay be addraaaed to tho White Honao and 
delivered with other iMil. soeh centBibutlens ahould be taken 
to O’tB Dorekind in the Correapondenca Oepartasnt In tha Old 
^acutiva Ofties Building, hoau 91. 
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niar* aheuid ba no aoknovledgeaane of racalpt' of' a eontrlbuelon 
troB Che Nlilto Houaa to tha contributor. It a contribution la 
aeeoapaniad by a lattar that prlaarlly aMraaaaa govacnaantal 
laauaa, a^aaponaa to thoaa iaantaa say ba praparad and aant froa 
tha Iftiita Houaa; howavar, than aheuid be no cefacanoe to tha 
contribution. 

D. naa of Leave 

1. Beaa Nhite Hoxua ataft saabara, aa laava-earnlng 

asployaaa, ara entitled to apaeifie aaeunta of annual leave, ha 
diaouaaed below, auoh leave nay be uaad for political purpoaaa; 
howavar, one cannot take an ■advanca* on annual leave to engaga 
in political actlvitlaa. . thoaa Mhlta Houaa ataft Baabara Mto ara 
not entitled to annual leave eoaBiaalpnad aftieara) aay 

uae a ceiling of IS daye of e»»e»»«ateTv leave ; l.a. . &a 
aguivalant of vacation tiaa) for pelitloal purpoaaa. 

2. All Hhita Houaa ataff eaBbera Boat parfora their' 
offieial dutlea for a BiniauB of 40 heura per week or 10 houra 
par two-week pay period in ardor to racei've their full federal 
aalary. If a ataff Baabar doaa not oeaplata «a houra of official 
duty in any weak, tha dlffaranea batwaan the nuBbar of hours 
coaplated and 40 houra Buet ba covered by annual leave, leave 
without pay, offieial holidaya or sada up in the aeeond week of 
that pay period. Tha difference cannot bo Bade up in a 
oubaaquant pay period. 

3. White Houaa etaff seabera who coapleta a alnisua of 
40 houra of official duty during any full weak (Monday-Sunday) 

Bay ba abaent frea thalr oftlolal duty station for no aora than 
one weekday (Kondey-Friday) solely for tha puxposea of engaging 
in political aetivlty without taking annual leave, oaapaneatoty 
leave, or leave without pay. If a ataff Banbar daalraa to ba 
absent for political purpoiaa for Bore than one waokday in any 
week, each additional waakday Bust ba covered by annual leave or 
leave wltheut pay, ragardlasa of tha nuBbar of offieial houra 
worked during chat weak. In othar words, it ie not psfBlasible 
for a staff aeaber to put in 40 houra of official duty in the 
first three days of the weak and than take the raaalnlng two 
waakdaye off ter caapaigning without using annual leave, 
eoBpensatory leave, or leave without pay. 

4. Sick leave cannot be used to cover en ebeence froa 
official duty for tno purpoea of engaging In polltleal activity. 

5. Whits House ataff Baabere era paraltted to toko 
laeva without pay to cover abaences froa effielal dutlea for tha 
purpoaaa of engaging in pelltlcal activity. 



5 
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6 . Staff nambara aay usa enly alyht hours of 
eomnenaatorv laava for political aetWlty during any 7-day period 
uniaas additional loav* Is approved by Counsol'a offieo. 

7. Nhcn annual laava, coapanaatory leave or leave 
without pay is used for political purpoaos! 

(a) Staff aeaibere auat auhait a raqueat for leave 
tor politleal purpeeaa in advanea of the leave period 
to thair White Kouea deparenant euparvisor for 
approval. 

b) Pollotflng approval, the offieo auparvisor 
ahould forward the repeat to the Ceuitsal’a Office for 
Bpprov(al prior to tha leave period.' 

E. PSE OP SQVB UIWBIT VEHreiBS AMD MESeBWeBUS 

eanarally, govarnnant vahielea — including Mti^o House vehicles 
my net be used ter politleal purpoaae. this neana that White 
Houae cars nay net bo used to tranaport staff mnbera or 
naterials to or fren any politleal eoanlttea offieo, including 
the Preaidont'a eaopaign oomlttae, or evant. Zn addition, Hhlta 
Kousa sessangaes my net bo used to deliver or pick up uaterlala 
frea tha SSNC or tha Praaidant'a eaapaign eomittaa. White Wooea 
"vehicles also my not bo used to tranaport staff naabers or 
polltleal'na'tarlals to alrporta or any other leeatlena If tha 
purpose of tha trip la politleal. 

the only ereeptlon, exeiming official uaa for eoapalllng 
security conaidaratlona , * la tor travel to or frea a politleal 
svent In tha following clrcuutaneea: 

(1) the White Houae staff aaaber la the Chief of staff 
or an tOP aganey haad; and, 

(2) tha use ef tha vahlele will eoeur during tha 
regular work weak (Henday through Friday, 
aroludlng waakanda and holidays); and, 

(3) the political or candidate eaapaign eomittaa payo 
for the sntieipatad cost ef the vehicle erlar to 
the travel. 


* Ceapelling security eenaideratiens regulring use ef a 
govemnent vehteie laeluds, for sxanpla, a rseent threat to the 
Ufa or aafaty ef a staff nsaher or overriding national aceurity 
ooneama. anseif Ic approval aust ha reguastad fron and prevldad 
by the counsel 'a Office erler to the use ef a govemmnt vohicla 
for ceupslllng aaeurity eonsldaratlena. 

« 


EXHIKIT 
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Baeauaa of the apacial raquiraaenta aurroondln^ daparturas and 
arrivals froa Anteava Air Farce Base, mita Rouaa v^ielaa nay be 
uaad to transport Hhlta Rouaa otaCC MBbata to that (aellity whoa 
thay are aeoeapanylng tha Fraatdont, Vleo Fresldant, or Flrat 
Isdy on a caapalgn,od pelltleal trip. Tha caapalgn ceaalttae 
nuat roiBborsa tbs q^amaant Cor tha coats of a largo rantal 
vehiclo for the Fresldant or Vlea Fresldant, aa wall as Cor the 
coats of any other vahlelee that era not solely related to the 
security of the pclnolpal travallar ( a. a. ■ staff vans) . 

When tha Praaident or Vlea Fr.oaldant la participating In a 
caapalgn or political avant In tho Washington, D.C,, area or 
other location where White' Houso ears are avallahla for official 
pnrpoaea. White Beusa ears nay bo used for tha Ftsaldantial 
Botorcado, With apprepriata rolaburaoMnt for all 'vahieloa — 
including tha exeunt for a largo rantal vahlela for tha Pcasioont 
or vleo Preaidant — axeapt those vahlolaa aasantlal to the 
ooourlty of the Fresldant (XiAu secret Service vahlelee) . 

r. nsr OF coiMnitTeATrQiM dMTBB amp c oPYiwe XAeHmwn 

Oenarally. official white Rouaa rsaeureas sbenld not he used Cor 
eaxpalgn purpeoea. In eartaln inataneaa where official raaeurcoa 
are used for purposes that nay be eonaldsrad caapalgn-relatad, 
tharo mat be preopt relabursaaant for the costs incurred by the 
govemoant. To snaura that White Rouaa caaeureaa are not uaad to 
support eaapaign activity. White Reuse staff should use only that 
eqnlpxent that has not baan paid for fees appropriated funds to 
. political activity; If no sueh oguipoont la available, tha 
eaxpalgn coxxlttaa should undortaks tha activity In question. 

1. In theoo lloitod olrcuxotancsa In whiob 
govarnsant cooBunleotlens ayataxa — tolophone, a-aoll (whleh 
suteoatleally Is baekad up as a potential prssldsntlal record) 
talograpn, calatype, tslseepy or radio — ass used for eaapaign' 
related purposes, sppropriata ralaburaeeent or paynent at the 
"usual or norxal ehaxga," is C.F.R. s i00.7(a) <1) (B) , auat ha 
■ade by the proper pelitleal cai^algn ceaaittaa. 

2 . Baeauas of tha naad for liaison batvaen lixltod 
rouabsra of Wilts Rouaa staff xosh o r o and various pelitleal 

. cosBitteaa, talapbonaa nay bo usad for leeal calls. BcmbXBIU 
Whits Heuaa talenhenaa suae net be ua ad. even leoally, tor 
r sguiai <luaxic taa actlvltlaa such AB T oerui e iny VdlUhCt B ri 5 r 
— c umiLalo tngi — 


3. covamasnt credit cards Bust not be used Cor 
easpaign'-rclaced or ocher political calls, whechar Bade troB 
Inside or eutalds Che White House. 


i EXHIBIT 
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4. covarraant oparatera atieuld not ba used by staff 
aasiBan to place caapai^n-ralatad ot other political lonq 
distance calls. 

5, caapaipn-ralatad leny distance telephone calls 
■ads fren the Hhita Mouee aay ba aade only if cAazyad to a credit 
card issued by the proper easpalgn or pelitieal ceeBittee (or on 
talaphenas Inatallad and Balntainod by ouch ccnittees for 
exelueive use in doaliny with eaapalyn or pelitieal >attere) . 

$. the inccsiny HATS Syetaa (800 d) should net ba used 
to call into the Hhlto Houaa on eanpeign or political aetters. 

7. White Bouse ceaeunleations Agency (WRCA) 
faellities provided outside the White Reuse la eonnactten with 
travel aay eentlnua to ba used during aired and wholly pelitieal 
trips, the faetlltiee aust ba used aroluslvely fee 
eeaunieatlene relating to trip planning and azrangaaants and net 
ter direct political purposes sueh as eaapalgn fundraising and 
erewd'-buildlng. 

S. dovamaant copying aaehiiMS also should net ba used 
to reproduce aatarials tor transaittal to a eaapalgn or polltloal 
'^'BeBUttjM_._ 


S. oaa OP PHOtOCTAmS 

1. White Bouse photographers nay continue to 
photograph all Pceaidontial, First lady, and Vice Preaidantlel 
aetlvitiss for the purpeas ot creating an archival rseord of this 
Adalnlstratlen. However, aa a ganaral rule, photographs taken hf 
Whits House pbetegrephers at political events nay not be uned for 
dintrlbution to individuals sttanding such events or ter any 
ether political or eaapaign purpeas. 

3 . Photographs taken at evanta in tha Bxacutiva 
kesidsncs (other than polltieally-aponaorad events) , at Watt wing 
and Btet Wing naotlngs. and at non'Mlltleal avonta outside the 
Whits House nay be diatributod eonalatant with regular praetleas. 

3. A esapeign or polltleol ceaalttao will bo sxpoetad 
ta- prevido a phetographar at all eaapalgn and pelitieal evanta 
for which It daelrwa to dlatrlbota photegrsphe to tha 
participants. Whits House photographers will not phetegreph 
Solving lines or grootinga at eaapalgn or pellUeal avonta, 
auceept to the axtoat noceosary tor archival pu^saa. 

4. A eaapalgn or political cewlttss aay purebasa. 
Cor its use, photographs taksa by Whito House pbetegraphsra la 
these Halted cireuaetenees where these pbotegrepha provide the 
only eeuree ter e pertlculer picture. All phetegreph porcbeee 
regmeta trea the ceapeign or political eonlttaa aust ba 


a 
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dlraetsd to tha Dlractor ot tha Nhlta Mouaa Photo OCtlea. A 
racord of all eaapaign photo raquoata will ba aaintainad by tha 
Dtraetec of tha Hhita lloaaa rheta Otfloo, who will ha raapoaalble 
for btlltniy tha caapal^n or polltloal eeulttaa: for all photo 
ordara oa a aonthly baaia at tha natwal rata and according to tha 
procaduraa aatabllahad by tho Govamaant for tha purehaaa of aoch 
pictures. 

H. gPMtESPOWDEWCE 

1. Caapalgn and polltloal eorraapondanea ohould not 
be produced at tha Hhita Rouaa uainy White Rooaa reaoureaa, nor 
can White House stationary, ataapa or related suppliaa ha uaad la 
tha preparation of aueh eorrespendanca at another location. 

a. ha stated aarliar, federal law prohibits tha 
reoeipt of contributions la Padaral buildinga. occasionally, 
contributions intandad for a eanpaign conittaa nay ba addrassad 
to the White Beuaa and dalivarad with other nail, such 
oontributlona should ba taken to ria horaklnd la tha 
eerraepondanee Departaaat in tha old Executive Office bulldlnf, 
Poea S4. lhara should ba no acknowladoanent of reoaipt of a 
contribution tree tha Hblta Reuse te the oontrUiutor. It the 
emtrlbuelon la aeoeapanied by a latter that daals priaarily with 
govacneental laeaaa, a response daaUBB with those lasuaa nay be 
prepared and aant fron the White Uousei howavar, there nust ba no 
rsfecanco to tho eontributlen. 

VX. raticvaaraii 

niaae guidelines are designed to address aany of tha isBuea chat 
you nay confront daring tha Prealdont's ce-alaction caapalgn. 
'Staff neabera are sneouragad to contact our otflea — or tha Vies 
President's coonaal for OVP atatf — for guldenes if yea have any 
guaatlens about appropriate activity by White Reoae aapleyaea. 
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Ms. Williams. If I understand it, my lawyer wrote a letter about 
it. 

Mr. Dennis. Mr. Cox, if I might address that particular issue 

Mr. Cox. I’m just 

Mr. Dennis [continuing]. Since you asked what her lawyer had 
to say. 

Mr. Cox. I’m curious whether the witness at this time is aware 
of this criminal statute. 

Mr. Dennis. I’m aware of it. She’s aware of it. 

Mr. Cox. I thank counsel. The advice memorandum from the 
White House Counsel’s Office. 

Mr. Lantos. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Cox, you may conclude this question, and then 
we’ll go on to the next Member. 

Mr. Cox. Now that we’ve identified the exhibit, is that something 
that you recognize that was received in your office? 

Ms. Williams. I’m sorry. Yes. I believe it was. 

Mr. Cox. I thank the witness, and I yield back. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time has expired. Mr. Fattah. 

Mr. Fattah. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. And I, for one, am 
pleased to hear the chairman’s announcement that he has issued 
a number of subpoenas and looking into various matters that have 
been raised. So as one who, at times, raised questions in that re- 
gard, I want to commend you in your announcement. And I hope 
that, as we go forward, we can continue to find opportunities in 
which we will be able to agree. 

Let me mention a couple things for the record quickly. One is 
that it is the law that you can’t receive these contributions. What 
that means in the U.S. Congress is, if you receive a check here, you 
have 7 days to transfer it out to your political office. And that is 
the rule both here in the House and in the Senate and the rule in 
the White House as by — pursuant to advice of counsel which we 
have, if one would read the complete document, is that you must 
move the check along. And that’s what you did. You received a 
check. And you sent it on to the DNC? 

Ms. Williams. That’s correct. 

Mr. Fattah. So there should be no confusion that here, under 
the rules of the U.S. Congress, these are Federal buildings under 
which work takes place. It is a perfectly legal practice that people 
receive checks. And they have, under the rules of the Congress, 7 
days, an entire week, to move those checks on to their various cam- 
paign committees and in the Senate. And the White House has a 
rule to do it, and they, in fact, do it much more expeditiously than 
our rules call for. 

Mr. Cox. Would the gentleman yield, because that’s not the law 
at all. 

Mr. Fattah. Excuse me. I would be glad to yield at my comple- 
tion. I want to talk about this issue of access because this is a fas- 
cinating subject to me. We’re talking here as co-equal branches of 
the Government, the executive and the legislature. We’re talking 
about someone who is writing checks having access to come and 
visit. We have more than 1,000 people here in the Capitol every 
day who have written checks to tens and dozens of Members of 
Congress who access various offices every day as paid lobbyists. 
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They’re here to talk to Members of Congress about matters of im- 
portance to them. 

Now, we have this gentleman, Mr. Chung, and I take issue with 
people who have used his name in derogatory terms on both sides 
of the committee, because I’m not sure at all that that’s appro- 
priate. I think that we know something about the culture of Asian 
Americans who in their conduct of business place a great deal of 
reliance on pictures and relationships and business cards and 
things that here in America one might see a little bit different. But 
it’s part of their custom. And as we can see, he was quite aggres- 
sive. And as a businessman in his initial enterprises, was also 
quite successful. 

So until at such time that there’s something clearly on the record 
that this American has violated the law. I’m not sure that we as 
a committee should be speaking of him in derogatory terms. But, 
nonetheless, if our concern is that someone is writing checks and 
showing up more than 50 times in the White House over a span 
of 3, 4, or 5 years, we have people who write checks and show up 
here every day, every single day. 

And so we even have, and I want to enter into the record a story 
from the Wall Street Journal, “Gingrich Backer Had Unusual Ac- 
cess As a Volunteer in the Speaker’s Office,” a Donald Jones. He 
was a CEO helping to deal with a very important piece of legisla- 
tion that he had some interest in. 

I also have another account from the Washington Post, which 
showed that the majority party here invited a group of lobbyists 
representing the largest polluters in our country into the room to 
draft the laws that would, in fact, govern who would be liable for 
the pollution and the deterioration of property that they had 
caused. 

So this issue of access, to the degree that this committee is inter- 
ested in it, is something that I think we could have a broad scope 
on. And I — this other thing that was mentioned in the chairman’s 
opening remarks and has been referred to again is Don Fowler’s 
letter to Johnny Chung so that he could either visit China or use 
it in some way. 

Haley Barbour not only wrote a letter, but Haley Barbour went 
to China with the principal of the Young Brothers in order to help 
facilitate. In fact, his quote in the story that I also would like to 
put in the record, Mr. Chairman, Mr. Young said, well, Mr. 
Barbour 

Mr. Burton. Without objection. 

[The information referred to follows:] 
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Gingrich Backer Had Unusual Access 
As a Volunteer in the Speaker’s Office 


By Pint Kuhtz 

Staff Pf^ixtrtrr 9/ T1I8 Waix Sthrrt Joutimai. 


WASHINGTON - Donald Jones, a 
wealthy backer of House Speaker Newt 
Gingrich, lins taken titc ccttcept of being a 
Washin^on Insider to new heights. The 
Wisconsin Iciccommunicatlons enlrepre' 
neur enjoyed unusual access to Hie 
speaker as House leaders (ine-tuned a 
sweeping telecommunications bill earlier 
this year. 

lie wasn't a member of the speaker's 
staH. Nor was he a li^bylst. Instead, he 
was a volunteer In 
Mr, Gingrich's of- 
lice for lip to three - 
days a week, help* 

Ing ttie speaker on 
what Mr. Jones 
says were technical 
aspects of telecom* 
munlcations mat* 
ters, among other 
tasks. At the same 
time, he was also 
pursuing business 
ventures, hiring two ; 

(oimer House aides 
who wanted to sell 
Internet services to memtiers of Con- 
gress, 



Donabi Jones 


Mr. Jones made hls money building and 
then selling a 23S.00!}*hoine cable system 
called Star Cablevision. Today, his tele- 
communications liddings rem^esent a 
smaii porlion of- his total net worth, whldi 
he declines to disclose, according to his 
attorney Louis Andrew. Those boldlnp 
are concentrated ia a business called 
Cyberstar that has cable Interests in Wis- 
c^n and the Virgin Zslanda, and also this 
year Invested 11.6 roUtka to start a 
partnenhip called US Cyber that sells 
Internet access and related services. 


The speaker and Mr. Jones met In the 
late 19808 through Mr. Joaes's role as a 
"dieckbock dUzen," as he puts It He has 
given $125,000 to tlie Republican party, 
about $25,000 to Gopac, the political action 
c^mlUee formerly led by Mr. Gingrich 
and thousands more to other GOP causes. 
Tte two became dose friends. 

■ AAer last fad's GOP victory. Mr. Gin- 
grich asked Mr. Jones to give more than 
money. So Mr. Jones wrote to Mr. Gin- 
grich's top aide that he*d volunteer at least 
two full d^ys a week in .the areas of . 
"technoh^ and infomiaUon ^ems im- 
ptementaUon, culture and change manage- 
ment ideas and education." At Mr. Gin- - 
grich's request, he agreed to help set up the 
House's new internet service and the 
iKNiproflt Baming Learning Fbunda- 
a pn^ram Initiated by the congress- 
man that pays children $2 for each book 
they read. 

Veteran observers of Congress say they 
aren't aware of a businessman regrdarty . 
w^ing gratis (o' a ccmgiessman for‘ 
many mofiUB. ’Ifivery raif.'*^says Welt* 
ant Shapiro, head of the nonpartisan Oon- 
gressitmai Management Fmindatkm. 


To be sure, special access long lias been 
enjoyed by many well-heeled Interests. 
Both parties' big contributors ruuiineiy get 
private meetings with top iawmakers. 
Since taking over Congress. RepubHcan 
leaders have wked closely with business 
lobbyists and conservative grou|», Just as 
Democrats do with liberal organizations 
and labor unions. 

But both parlies have come under fire 
nKjcntly for getting Um tight with j»ivate* 
sector aiiies. The Republicans w»’e casti- 
gaied tor allowing lobbyists to draft parts 
of their pro-business bills. Likewise. Presi- 
dent Clinton was lambasted for giving 
White House access pass^ to farared 
cotisuliants. Iiududif^ Harold fckes, who 
represented Puerto Rioj before beaming 
deputy ciiicf of staff. 

Under pressure, Mr. Clinton retrieved 
the passes of some and required his closest 
potitlcai advisors - Jam^ Carvgle. Paul 
Begala, Stan Greenberg and Mandy Grun- 
wald - to submit to FBI checks and finan- 
cial disclosure. The While House may 
expand the disclosure rule to other cam- 
paign consultants, such as Dick Morris. 

Mr. Jones's n^e was diffe^t Hls 
volunteer Job. by all a^i^rase^, made 
him almost a de-facto member of the 
speaker's slalf. House rules meant to 
prevent private interests fnmi gaining 
"undue advantage" allow (he use of volun- 
teers. but oniy in very liml^ dn^un- 
stan^. Tliey are allowed If a member has 
a "clearly defined" program aimed pri- 
marily at educating voiimteers, who 
can't do tasks normally handled byj^ 
aides. The rules. also ^ members Imn 
sttfIdtiagvoluMeers. 

In most cases, executive brand! agen- 
des also canT allow private faMfiriduals to 
serve as employees fiv free, acconiiiv to 
Gary Keppingler, a General Accounting 
OCRee lawy^. The IVesMcfit hlm^ltes 

much wider iatilude In seekli^ ^vlce, and 
there are a host of laws alkmiiig spedal 
volunteer programs and advisory panels, 
some that indude vested intoests. . 

ftens (he ^leaker's point of view, to 
public b^ef& from Mr. Jfmes's i^us- 
tccrlsro. "To the best ei knowtedge. 
Don Jones Is an ethical and upstanding 
citizen." he says In a statement "He has 
done nolhing inapprcq»riate." Mr. Andrew 
describes Ut. .tones as whi^ sUr^tie: 
" He's a gt^ who a lot the 

of our sode^, and now he’s trying tofsike 
a cootrlbutiofl." 

In a conTidenUal June 36 memo to 
assodates, Mr. Jones called himself "a 
trusted Sst^r and oon^aitoB" to (he 
.speai^, often pending "3 to $ hemrs 
daily" with iibn. Mr. Jones wrete that they 
"rarely" talked about policy, but dted 
(our times when hls ideas "resulted in 
. « . actions on national rirate^ dkee- 
Uves on bi^ ma^m" 


103 


He described bis leiecommunications 
role this way: "The content ol the House 
bill is the subject of dally negotiations 
Involving the speaker, committee chair- 
men. and a constant parade of TclCo 
CCOs. 1 participate as an observer and 
interpret and analyze the subtleties of the 
meeting for the speaker." In the end, the 
bill treated both Internet and cable serv- 
ices favorably by deregulating rates, 
among other things. ' 

Through his lawyer, Mr. Jones says he 
attended only one meeting on the bill and 
never counseled the speaker on its sub- 
stance. "He analyzes the technical mat- 
ters" for Mr. Gingrich, says Mr. An- 
drew. Mr. Jones also denies influenc- 
ing huge policy matters. 

Mr. Andrew says the pair's only talk on 
the bill's specifics Involved the Senate's 
so-called "cyberporn" amendment. Aimed 
at protecting children, it is strongly op- 
posed by many in the on-line Industry-not . 
just aduU-materlal providers - because 
they fear criminal liability for material 
posted by customers. Mr. Gingrich disap-y 
pointed allies on the Religious Right when 
he took a high-profile role opposing the ' 
amendment In June, later working with 
members on a pro-industry alternative 
overwhelmingly approved by the ifouse. I 
Aides said his position was consistent with 
his long-held and strongly felt First 
Amendment vlevra. ^ = 1 

Mr. Andrew says Mr. Gingrich in- 
formed Mr. Jones ahead of time of his 
.position. "Gingrich brought it up." he . 
says. Althou^ Mr. Jones also opposed the 
amendment, he "totd Newt Gingrich noth- 
ing," the lawyer says. Mr. Jones then tdd 
his US Cyber partners that Mr. Gingrich 
agreed with the Industry. 

Mr. Jones says he didn't know at (he 
time that he and bis US Cyber partners had 
t very direct Interest in the ^Mrporn 
amendment US Cyber In March had hired 
Jeff Coleman, an Internet entrqneneur 
from Tucson, Arix.. who ran an on-Une 
subscription service. Upon Joining US 
Cyber, he turned over hb sendee and its 
Income - to his new employer. Amnig 
other oneiings, one o( its on-line pages 
boasted "gigabytes the best adult flies 
on-line,*' Indi^ng pictures and direct 
access to sexual forums. 

" Mr. Coleman says the adult services, 
which required users to prove they were at 
least 18 years oM. provided up to of his 
system'j llOO.OOD-a-year gross. Mr. Jones 
says he didn't find out until about June that 
the system his company had acquired 
offered adult entertalomenL "He wouldn't 
have done this in a million years if he had 
known.” says Ifr. Andrew. After a man- 
agement dispute that had little to do with 
the adult serrices, according to the lawyer. 
Mr. Jones parted ways with Hr. Cerfeman 
and his s^tem in Ju^. 


At about the same time. Mr. Jones was 
mulling a new business proposal from a 
pair of one-time House aides he’d met- 
through his work on a project dear to Mr. 
Gingrich setting up the House’s new in- 
ternet service. Richard Poumelle and Rob- 
ert Vanasse wanted to set up a new 
Cyberstar arm that vmuid "leverage" their 
Washington rantacts to sell Internet serv- 
ices to members of Congress and Republi- 
can groups, a concept paper by Mr. Van- 
asse says. 

Mr. Jones liked the idea and hired 
them. But they ended up helping run US 
Cyber instead because Mr. Jones had a 
bitter falling out with his partners In that 
venture in August - a tlme^onsuming dis- 
pute that caused him to stop wtwking 
regularly for the weaker. Mr. Vanasse 
says there are no current plans to seD to 
lawmakers, but be hopes the company will 
enter the p(Hitical and puUlc affairs mar 
ket eventually. 

In any case, Ur. Vanasse adds, the' 
company won’t use Mr. Jones’s contacts 
for sales leads: "He's very careful to 
maintain a wide s^taratlon between his 
public service and anything be does In 
business." 
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Forging an Alliance for Deregulation; Rep. DeLay Makes Companies Full Partners 
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Michael Weisskopf; David Maraniss 
Washington Post Staff Writers 

First in a series of occasional articles 

The day before the Republicans formally took control of 
Congress, Rep. Tom DeLay strolled to a meeting in the rear 
conference room of his spacious new leadership suite on the first 

floor of the Capitol. The dapper Texas Congressman, soon to be sworn 
in as House majority whip, saw before him a group of lobbyists 
representing some of the biggest companies in America, assembled on 
mismatched chairs amid packing boxes, a huge, unplugged copying 
machine and constantly ringing telephones. 

He could not wait to start on what he considered the central 
mission of his political career: the demise of the modern era of 
government regulation . 

Since his arrival in Washington a decade earlier, DeLay, a 
former exterminator who had made a living killing fire ants and 
termites on Houston's wealthy west side, had been seeking to 
eradicate federal safety and environmental rules that he felt placed 
excessive burdens on American businesses. 

During his rise to power in Congress, he had befriended many 
industry lobbyists who shared his fervor. Some of them were gathered 
in his office that January morning at the dawn of the Republican 
revolution, energized by a sense that their time was finally at 
hand. 


The session inaugurated an unambiguous collaboration of 
political and commercial interests, certainly not uncommon in 
Washington but remarkable this time for the ease and eagerness with 
which these allies combined. Republicans have championed their 
legislative agenda as an answer to popular dissatisfaction with 
Congress and the federal government. But the agenda also represents 
a triumph for business interests, who after years of playing a 
primarily defensive role in Democratic-controlled Congresses now 
find themselves a full partner of the Republican leadership in 
shaping congressional priorities. 

The campaign launched in DeLay* s office that day was quick 
and successful. It resulted last month in a lopsided vote by the 
House for what once seemed improbable: a 13-month halt to the sorts 
of government directives that Democrats had viewed as vital to 
ensuring a safe and clean society but that many businesses often 
considered oppressive and counterproductive. A similar bill is under 
consideration in the Senate, where its chances of approval are not 
as certain. 
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Although several provisions of the "Contract With America" 
adopted by Republican House candidates last fall take specific aim 
at roiling back federal regulations, the moratorium was not part of 
that. In fact, as outlined that day in Deliay's office by Gordon 
Gooch, an oversized, folksy lobbyist for energy and petrochemical 
interests who served as the congressiran's initial legislative ghost 
■writer, the first draft of the bill called for a limited, 100-day 
moratorium on rule-making while the House pushed through the more 
comprehensive antiregulatory plank in the Contract. 

But his fellow lobbyists in the inner circle argued that was 
too timid, according to participants in the meeting. Over the nevt 
few days, several drafts were exchanged by the corporate agents. 

Each new version sharpened and expanded the moratorium bill, often 
with the interests of clients in mind — one provision 'favoring 
California motor fleets, another protecting industrial consumers of 
natural gas, and a third keeping alive Union Carbide Corp.'s hopes 
for altering a Labor Department requirement. 

As the measure progressed, the roles of legislator and 
lobbyist blurred. Delay and his assistants guided industry 

supporters in an ad hoc gro'up whose name. Project Relief, sounded 
more like a Third World humanitarian aid effort than a corporate 
alliance with a half-million-dollar communications budget. On key 
amendments, the coalition provided the draftsman. And once the bill 
and the debate moved to the House floor, lobbyists hovered nearby, 
tapping out talking points on a laptop comp'uter for delivery to 
Republican floor leaders. 

Many of Project Relief’s 350 industry members had spent the 
past few .decades angling for a place of power in Democratic 
governing circles and had made lavish contributions to Democratic 
campaigns, often as much out of pragmatism as ideology. But now they 
were in the position of being courted and consulted by newly 
empowered Republicans dedicated to cutting government regulation and 
eager to share the job. 

No congressman has been more openly solicitous in that respect 
than DeLay, the 47-year-old congressional veteran regarced by many 
lawmakers and lobbyists as the sharpest political dealer among the 
ruling House triad that includes fellow Texan Richard K. Armey, the 
majority leader, and Speaker Newt Gingrich of Georgia. 


DeLay described • his partnership with Project Relief as a model 
for effective Republican lawmaking, a fair fight against Democratic 
alliances with labor unions and environmentalists. "Our supporters 
are no different than theirs," DeLay said of the Democrats. "But 
somehow they have this Christ-like attitude what they are doing [is] 
protecting the world when they're tearing it apart." Turning to 
business lobbyists to draft legislation makes sense, according to 
DeLay, because "they have the expertise." 

But the alliance with business and ind'jstry demonstrated in 
the push for a moratorium is not without peril for Republicans, many 
GOP strategists acknowledge. The more the new Republican leaders 
follow business prescriptions for limited government in the months 
ahead, the greater the risk that they will appear to be serving the 
corporate elite and lose the populist appeal that they carried with 
them into power in last November’s elections. 
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William Kristol, a key Republican analyst whose frequent 
strategy memos help shape the conservative agenda, said the way 
congressional leaders deal with that apparent conflict could 

determine their prospects for consolidating congressional power. "If 
they legislate for special interests," he said, "it's going to be 
hard to show the Republican Party has fundamentally changed the way 
business is done in Washington." 

after graduating from the University of Houston with a biology 
degree in 1970, Tom Delay, the son of an oil drilling contractor, 
found himself managing a pesticide formula cssmpany. Four years later 
he was the owner of Albo Pest control, a little outfit whose name he 
hated but kept anyway because a marketing study noted it reminded 
consiimers of a well-known brand of dog food. 

By his account. Delay transformed Aibo into "the Cadillac" of 
Houston exterminators, serving only the finest homes. But his_ 
frustrations with governmant rules increased in tandem with his 
financial success. He disparaged federal worker safety rules, 
including one that required his termite men to wear hard hats when 
they tunneled under houses . And the Environmental Protection 
?^gency's pesticide regulations, he said, "drove me crazy." The 
agency had banned Mirex, a chemical effective in killing fire ants 
but at first considered a dangerous carcinogen by federal 

bureaucrats . By the time they changed their assessment a few years 
later, it was too late: Mirex makers had gone out of business. 

The cost and complexity of regulations. Delay said, got in the 
way of profits and drove him inro politics. "I found out government 
was a cost of doing business," he said, "and T better get involved 
in it." 

He arrived in the Texas legislature in 1978 with a nickname 
that defined his mission: "Mr. DeReg." Seven years later he moved 
his crusade to Washington as the congressman fromHouston's 
conservative southwest suburbs . He sought to publicize his cause by 
handing out Red Tape Awards for what he considered the most 
frivolous regulations. 

But it was a lonely, quixotic enterprise, hardly noticed in 
the Democrat-dominated House, where systematic regulation of 
industry was seen as necessary to keep the business community from 
putting profit over the public interest and to guarantee a safe, 
clean and fair society. The greater public good. Democratic leaders 
and their allies in labor and environmental groups argued, had been 

well served by government regulation. Countless highway deaths had 
been prevented by mandatory safety procedures in cars. Bald eagles 
were flying because of the ban on DDT. Rivers were saved by federal 
mandates on sewerage. 

DeLay nonetheless was gaining notice in the world of commerce. 

Businessmen would complain about the cost of regulation, which the 
government says amounts to $430 billion a year passed along to 
consumers. They would cite what they thought were silly rules, such 
as the naming of dishwashing liquid on a list of hazardous materials 
in the workplace. They pushed for regulatory relief, and they saw 
DeLay as their point man. 

The two-way benefits of that relationship were most evident 
last year when DeLay ran for Republican whip. He knew the best way 
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to build up chits was to raise carapaign funds for other candidates. 

The large number of open congressional seats and collection of 
strong Republican challengers offered him an unusual opportunity. He 
turned to his network of business friends and lobbyists. "I 
sometimes overly prevailed on" these allies. Delay said. 


In the 1994 elections, he was the second- leading fimd-raiser 
for House Republican candidates, behind only Singrich. In adding up 
contributions he had solicited for others. Delay said, he lost count 
at about $2 million. His persuasive powers were evident in the case 
of the National-ftmerican Wholesale Grocers Association PAG, which 
already had contributed $120,000 to candidates by the time Delay 
addressed the group last September. After listening to his speech on 
what could be accomplished by a pro-business Congress, they 
contributed another $80,000 to Republicans and consulted Delay, 
among others, on its distribution. 

The chief lobbyist for the grocers, Bruce Gates, would be 
recruited later by Delay to chair his antiregulatory Project Relief. 
Several other business lobbyists played crucial roles in Delay's 
1994 fund-raising and also followed Gates’s path into the 
antiregulatory effort. Among the aiost active were David Rehr of the 
National Beer Wholesalers Association, Dan Mattoon of BellSouth 
Corporation, Robert Rusbuidt of Independent Insurance Agents of 
America and Elaine Graham of the National Restaurant Association. 

At the center of the campaign network was Mildred Webber, a 
Copr. {C) West 1997 No Claim to Orig. O.S. Govt. Works 
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political consultant who had been hired by DeLay to run his race for 
whip. She stayed in regular contact with both the lobbyists and more 
than 80 GOP congressional challengers, drafting talking points for 
the neophyte candidates and calling the lobbyist bank when they 
needed money. Contributions came in frcan various business PACs, 
which Webber bundled together with a good-luck note from DeLay. 

"We'd rustle up checks for the guy and make sure Tom got the 
credit," said Rehr, the beer lobbyist. "So when new members voted 
for majority whip, they'd say, 'I wouldn't be here if it wasn't for 
Tom DeLay. ' " 

For his part, DeLay hosted fund-raisers in the districts and 
brought challengers to Washington for introduction to the PAC 
community. One event was thrown for David M. McIntosh, an Indiana 
candidate who ran the regulation-cutting Council on Competitiveness 
in the Bush administration under fellow Hoosier Dan Quayle. McIntosh 
won and was named chairman of the House regulatory affairs 
subcommittee. He hired Webber as staff director. 

It was with the lopsided support of such Republican freshmen 

as McIntosh that DeLay swamped two rivals and became the majority 
whip of the 104th Congress. Before the vote, he had received final 
commitments from 52 of the 73 newcomers. 

The Freeze 

The idea for Project Relief first surfaced before the November 
elections that brought Republicans to power in the House for the 
first time in 40 years. Several weeks after the election. It had 
grown into one of the most diverse business groups ever formed for 
specific legislative action. Leaders of the project, at their first 
post-election meeting, discussed the need for an immediate move to 
place a moratorium on federal rules. More than 4,000 regulations 
were due to come out in the coming months, before the Republican 
House could deal with comprehensive antiregulatory legislation. 

DeLay agreed with the business lobbyists that a regulatory 
"timeout" was needed. He wrote a letter to the Clinton 
administration Dec. 12 asking for a 100-day freeze on federal 
rule-making. The request was rejected two days later by a mid-level 
official who described the moratorium concept as a "blunderbuss." 

DeLay then turned to Gooch to write legislation that would do what 

the administration would not. 

At the Jan. 3 meeting in DeLay’s office, Paul C. Smith, 
lobbyist for some of the nation's largest motor fleets, criticized 
Gooch's draft because it excluded court-imposed regulations. He 
volunteered to do the next draft and came back with a version that 
addressed the concerns of his clients. Under court order, the EPA 
was about to impose an air pollution plan in California that might 
require some of Smith's clients — United Parcel Service and auto 
leasing companies — to run vehicles on ultraclean fuels, requiring 
the replacement of their fleets. 

Smith removed the threat with a stroke of his pen, extending 
the moratorium to cover court deadlines. He also helped Webber add 
wording in a later amendment that extended the moratorium from eight 
to 13 months. 

Peter Molinaro, a mustachioed lobbyist for Union Carbide, had 



109 


Page 2 

a different concern: He wanted to make sure the moratorium would not 
affect new federal rules if their intention was to soften or 
streamline other federal rules. The Labor Department, for example, 

was reviewing a proposal to narrow a rule that employers keep 
records of off-duty injuries to workers. Union Carbide, Molinaro 
noted in an interview, had been fined $50,000 for violating that 
rule and was eager for it to be changed. 

For his part, Gooch wanted to make sure that the routine, 
day-to-day workings of regulatory agencies would not be interrupted 
by a moratorium. His petrochemical clients rely on the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission to make sure natural gas and oil, used 
in their production processes, flow consistently and at reasonable 
rates . 

Gooch said he had "no specific mission" other than helping 
Delay. "I'm not claiming to be a Boy Scout," he added. "No question 
I thought what I was doing was in the best interests of my clients . " 

The War Room 

On the first day of February, 50 Project Relief lobbyists met in a 
House committee room to map out their vote-getting strategy for the 
moratorium bill . Their keynote speaker was DeLay, who laid out his 

basic objective: making it a veto-proof bill by lining up a 
sufficient number of Democratic cosponsors. They went to work on it 
then and there. 

Kim McKernan of the National Federation of Independent 
Business read down a list of 72 House Democrats who had just voted 
for the GOP balanced budget amendment, rating the likelihood of 
their joining the antiregulatory effort. The Democrats were placed 
in Tier One for gettable and Tier Two for questionable. 

Every Democrat, according to participants, was assigned to a 
Project Relief lobbyist, often one who had an angle to play. 

The nonprescription drug industry chose legislators with 
Johnson & Johnson plants in their districts, such as Ralph M. Hall 
of Texas and Frank Pallone Jr. of New Jersey. David Thcxtipson, a 
construction industry official whose firm is based in Greenville, 

S.C., targeted South Carolina congressman John M. Spratt Jr. 

Federal Express, with its Memphis hub, took Tennessee's John 
S. Tanner. Southwestern Bell Corp., a past campaign contributor to 

Blanche Lambert Lincoln of Arkansas, agreed to contact her. Retail 
farm suppliers picked rural lawmakers, including Charles W. Stenholm 
of Texas. 

As the moratorium bill reached the House floor, the business 
coalition proved equally potent. Twenty major corporate groups 
advised lawmakers on the eve of debate Feb. 23 that this was a key 
vote, one that would be considered in future campaign contributions. 

McIntosh, who served as Delay’s deputy for deregulation, 
assembled a war room in a small office just off the House floor to 
respond to challenges from Democratic opponents. His rapid response 
team included Smith, the motor fleet lobbyist, to answer 
environmental questions; James H. Burnley IV, an airline lobbyist 
who had served as transportation secretary in the Reagan 
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administration, to advise on transportation rules; and UPS lobbyist 
Dorothy Strunk, a former director of the Occupational Health and 
Safety Administration, to tackle workplace issues. Project Relief 
chairman Gates and lobbyists for small business and trucking 
companies also participated. 


When Republicans leaders were caught off guard by a Democratic 
amendment or alerted to a last-minute problem by one of their 
allies. Smith would bang out responses on his laptop con^uter and 
hand the disk to a McIntosh aide who had them printed and delivered 
to the House floor. 

The final vote for the moratorium was 276 to 146, with 51 
Democrats joining Delay's side. Still 14 votes short of the 
two-thirds needed to override a veto, the support exceeded the 
original hopes of Project Relief leaders. 

One week later, Delay appeared before a gathering of a few 
hundred lobbyists, lawmakers and reporters in the Caucus Room of the 
Cannon House Office Building to celebrate the House's success in 
voting to freeze government regulations and, in a pair of companion 
bills, curtail them. He stood next to a five-foot replica of the 
Statue of liberty, wrapped from neck to toe in bright red tape, 
pulled out a pair of scissors, and jubilantly snipped away. 

Standing next to him, brandishing scissors of his own, was the 
chairman of Project Relief. 


Staff researcher Ann O’ Hanlon contributed to this report. 
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CAPTION: House Majority whip Tom Delay (R-Tex.), center, meets in 
his office with deputy whips, including J. Dennis Hastert (111.), 
left, and Randy J. Tate (Wash.) 
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Mr. Fattah [continuing]. Traveling with him, it helped put pow- 
der on his face. That was the suggestion that it made him look like 
someone who knew important people in the United States and 
therefore could help facilitate business transactions here. 

So this is not a letter that was written. This was a party chair- 
man, someone who, on a weekly basis, met with the majority lead- 
ers and Speaker here and Senator Lott and the majority leader in 
the Senate as to the conduct of legislative business. 

This party chairman got up and went to China in order to facili- 
tate this gentleman’s business transactions. This is the same gen- 
tleman who they borrowed the $2 million from and then decided 
not to repay it in order to finance the Republican contest in the 
1996 elections. 

I just want to ask you, Ms. Williams, since you’ve said that you 
have done nothing wrong, and no one here has accused you of 
doing anything wrong, and you’ve been brought here from Paris, 
this committee is investigating Mr. Chung’s access to the White 
House. You were not at any time involved in any discussions with 
him about official actions or policies in the White House? 

Ms. Williams. No. Not at any time. 

Mr. Fattah. And you don’t have any knowledge of him ever seek- 
ing policy changes in terms of the White House in any regard. 

Ms. Williams. No, not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Fattah. So if the committee was investigating contributions 
for improper influences on policy, you would have some difficulty 
helping us in that regard. 

Ms. Williams. Yes. 

Mr. Fattah. I want to thank you for your appearance here today. 

Ms. Williams. OK. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time is expired. Ms. Ros-Lehtinen. 
Excuse me, Mr. Horn. 

Mr. Horn. I’ll pass. 

Mr. Burton. You’ll pass right now. Mr. Barr. 

Mr. Barr. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. In the time period that 
we’ve been talking about here, Ms. Williams, that is March and 
April 1995, what was your official title? 

Ms. Williams. Assistant to the President, Chief of Staff to the 
First Lady. 

Mr. Barr. OK. How were you paid? 

Ms. Williams. How was I paid? 

Mr. Barr. Yes, ma’am. 

Ms. Williams. By the U.S. Government. 

Mr. Barr. OK. You received a Government paycheck? 

Ms. Williams. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Barr. Drawn on funds from the Treasury Department? 

Ms. Williams. Yes. 

Mr. Barr. OK. One of the locations that we’ve been talking about 
here was your office. Where, again, was your office located again 
during this time period that we’re talking about here? 

Ms. Williams. The office that I worked out of was in the Old Ex- 
ecutive Office Building. I also had an office in the White House 
building. 

Mr. Barr. OK. And in both of those were locations that were 
used for the discharge of official duties; is that correct? 
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Ms. Williams. Yes. That is correct. 

Mr. Barr. OK. Thank you. If we can have exhibit 174 replaced 
on the screen, please, I would appreciate it. 

We have talked about this. But I just wanted to redirect your at- 
tention to it. This is a check dated March 9, 1995, from Mr. Chung 
to DNC for $50,000. And you’ve testified that you knew that this 
was a check. I think your words were it looked like a check. And 
it does give every appearance of that; is that correct? 

[Note. — Exhibit 174 may be found on p. 49.] 

Ms. Williams. Yes. 

Mr. Barr. OK. Is it a political check? 

Ms. Williams. It’s a check made out to the DNC. 

Mr. Barr. What is the DNC? 

Ms. Williams. The Democratic National Committee. 

Mr. Barr. Is that a political organization? 

Ms. Williams. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Barr. OK. In your written statement, on page 2, and I don’t 
recall whether or not you read this in its entirety, but on page 2 
of your written statement, dated today, the second paragraph. I’m 
going to quote this here, and if you would, just read along just to 
make sure that I do quote it properly: “So when he asked how he 
could give and show his support, I told him he could support the 
DNC or give to the Clinton/Gore campaign.” 

Have I read that accurately? 

Ms. Williams. Yes. 

Mr. Barr. And that is your testimony? 

Ms. Williams. Yes. 

Mr. Barr. OK. Now, if we could have exhibit 153 replaced, 
please. This is the memo that I think Mr. Cox drew your attention 
to just a short while ago, dated April 1995. I would like to quote, 
just to make sure that we’re accurately stating what the Counsel 
to the President stated. In the first paragraph on page 1, it states 
that this is a review, in other words, not annunciation of new poli- 
cies or new-found statutes; this is a review. 

We then look also at page 2. It says that there are a number of 
criminal statutes which prohibit the use of Federal programs, prop- 
erty, or employment for political purposes. And these are punish- 
able by imprisonment and substantial fine. 

On page 3, at item 3, up toward the top of the page there, it says 
that Federal employees, including White House employees, may not 
knowingly receive a political contribution from any person. 

Then down toward the — let’s go over to page 4. And in paragraph 
(A)(2), campaign fund-raising activities of any kind are prohibited 
in or from government buildings. In addition. Federal employees 
are prohibited from soliciting or accepting campaign contributions. 

Down at the bottom of page 4, paragraph C, Federal law pro- 
hibits the receipt of campaign contributions in Federal buildings. 

And here it comes to something that I think there’s been a little 
confusion about. And I think it’s deliberate. There is a reference to 
mail. The check that we’re talking about here from Mr. Chung was 
not mailed, was it? 

Ms. Williams. No, it was not. 

Mr. Barr. I didn’t think so. It was received in person by you. 
Now, if we could, then, turn our attention — and I know your coun- 
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sel is a man very learned in the criminal law, having been a U.S. 
attorney — to Title 18 of the United States Code, which is the crimi- 
nal code, section 607. 

I would respectfully suggest that you speak with him, because in 
your testimony today, you have laid out each and every element of 
section 607(A), which is a Federal criminal statute, which says it 
shall be unlawful for any person, and any person is defined in sec- 
tion 603 to include yourself, pursuant to your sworn testimony, to 
solicit or receive any contribution — you have received a contribu- 
tion, this check — within the meaning of section 301(A) to the Fed- 
eral Election Campaign Act in 1971 in any room or building occu- 
pied in the discharge of official duties. And we have established 
that the office in which you operate in and which you received this 
check fits that category. 

I would suggest that you have a very serious discussion with 
your attorney because I think you have violated section 607(A) of 
the U.S. Criminal Code. 

Mr. Dennis. Mr. Barr, may I speak to that issue or Mr. Chair- 
man, if I might? 

Mr. Burton. Yes. You’ll be allowed to answer. 

Mr. Dennis. My client is not being a lawyer. I would like to 
make a part of the record a letter that I sent to Joseph diGenova, 
dated March 6, 1997, in response to an 

Mr. Barr. Mr. Chairman, if I could? 

Mr. Fattah. Can we let the counsel speak, please? 

Mr. Barr. Hold on just a moment. 

Mr. Fattah. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Barrett. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Barr. Mr. Chairman, I have a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. Burton. State your parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. Barr. When we refer to documents, and folks on the other 
side are very quick to jump on us if the document is not on the 
screen and if the document is not in the hands of the witness, to 
make sure that they have copies of documents 

Mr. Barrett. Regular order, Mr. Chairman. If he can state it in 
the form of an inquiry rather than a soliloquy. 

Mr. Burton. I will listen to the inquiry and then make a deci- 
sion. Just 1 second. 

Mr. Barr. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. In this case, it is not the 
witness, but her counsel that is seeking to read into the record and 
discuss the document that we don’t even have, and I would, there- 
fore, object to that. 

Mr. Burton. Well, I would appreciate that. But I think the Chair 
will allow a little latitude here to hear what the counsel has to say. 

Mr. Barr. If I might just pose one further question, Mr. Chair- 
man, and that is could counsel extend us the same courtesy that 
we extend to him and furnish those copies of the document to 
which he’s referring? 

Mr. Burton. Does the counsel have copies of this document? 

Mr. Dennis. I have no additional copies. I can have copies made. 
But I can certainly refer to this and read from it and provide copies 
of the letter after my statement. I would be happy to do that. 

Mr. Burton. OK. Well, we’ll allow you to go ahead, and we 
would like to have copies for Mr. Barr and other Members. 
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Mr. Dennis. Thank you 

Mr. Burton. Proceed. 

Mr. Dennis [continuing]. Mr. Chairman. This is not a very long 
letter, hut let me read it into the record. It says: “Dear Joe” — Mr. 
diGenova by the way was former U.S. attorney of the District of 
Columbia. 

“Your off-the-cuff opinion on the Hatch Act given to the national 
media is 101 years out of date. You are quoted as taking issue with 
my client’s handling of a political contribution to the Democratic 
National Committee calling it,” quote, “totally improper,” end 
quote, “because in your words,” quote, “it is illegal to receive Fed- 
eral campaign funds on the property of the White House or the Ex- 
ecutive Office Building,” end quote. “New York Times, March 6th, 
1997. 

“In 1896, President Grover Cleveland’s administration issued an 
opinion on the meaning of the word ‘receive’ under the predecessor 
to the modern statutes limiting political activities by the Federal 
employees and the interpretation that has been followed consist- 
ently through reenactments and codifications of these statutes over 
the past 100 years. Attorney General Judson Harman wrote in 
1896 in a published opinion at 21 Opinions of Attorney General 
298,” quote, “The place where he, bracket, the Federal employee, 
end bracket, received the contribution is immaterial” because, 
quote, “possession which simply constitutes the taker a mere custo- 
dian without right on his own behalf or of that of others does not 
violate the act. 

“The vitality of Harman’s opinion has not diminished over the 
years. The word ‘receive’ and the phrase ‘receive a political con- 
tribution’ in 5 U.S.C. Section 7323(a)(2) and the phrase ‘receive any 
contribution’ in 18 U.S.C. Section 607(a) is defined today by Fed- 
eral regulations as follows: ‘Receive means to come into possession 
of something from a person officially on behalf of a candidate, a 
campaign, a political party, or a partisan political group.’ 5 CFR 
section 734.101, 1996. To further drive the point home, the Office 
of Personnel Management, the agency that promulgates these regu- 
lations, has recently addressed this very issue in both its comments 
to interim regulations on the subject in 1994 and its adoption of 
final regulations a mere 8 months ago stating,” quote, “Ministerial 
activities which precede or follow the official acceptance and re- 
ceipt, such as handling, disbursing, or accounting for contributions 
are not covered under the definition of ‘accept’ and ‘receive.’ As At- 
torney General Harman stated over a century ago, where an em- 
ployee’s relation to the transaction is ‘purely mechanical,’” and 
that’s in quotes, “the employee has not acted improperly or illegally 
regardless of whether he or she is in a Federal building.” 

There are several additional paragraphs. That’s my opinion with 
regard — and analysis with regard to this particular issue. And I 
just wanted the committee to be aware that there is substantial au- 
thority for the fact that these circumstances would not give rise to 
a criminal violation or a civil violation of any statute or regulation 
on the part of my client. 

[The letter referred to follows:] 
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March 6, 1997 


Joseph E. diGenova, Esquire 
diGenova & Toensing 
901 15th Street, N.W. 

Suite 430 

Washington, D.C. 20005 
Dear Joe: 


Your off-the-cuff opinion on the Hatch Act given to the national media is one 
hundred and one years out of date. You are quoted as talcing issue with my client’s 
handling of a political contribution to the Democratic National Committee calling it 
“totally improper” because in your words, “[i]t is illegal to receive federal campaign funds 
on property at The White House or at the Executive Office Building.” (New York Times, 
March 6, 1997). In 1896 President Grover Cleveland’s administration issued an opinion 
on the meaning of the word “receive” under the predecessor to the modem statutes limiting 
political activities by federal employees and that interpretation has been followed 
consistently through reenactments and codifications of these statutes over the past 100 
years. Attorney General Judson Harmon wrote in 1896 in a published opinion at 21 Op. 
Att’y Gen. 298, “The place where he [the federal employee] received the contribution, . . 
. is immaterial,” because “possession which simply constimtes the taker a mere custodian 
without right on his own behalf or that of others” does not violate the Act. 

The vitality of Harmon’s opinion has not diminished over the years. The 
word “receive” in the phrase “receive a political contribution” in 5 U.S.C. § 7323(a)(2) and 
the phrase “receive any contribution” in 18 U.S.C. § 607(a) is defined today by federal 
regulations as follows: "Receive means to come into possession of something from a 
person officially on behalf jif a candidate, a campaign, a political party, or a partisan 
political group.” 5 CFR§ 734.101 (1996). (Underlining added). To flmher drive the point 
home, the Office of Personnel Management, the agency that promulgates these regulations. 
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has recently addressed this very issue in both its comments to interim regulations on the 
subject in 1994 and its adoption of final regulations a mere eight months ago stating, 
“Ministerial activities which precede or follow the official acceptance and receipt , such as 
handling, disbursing, or accounting for contributions are not covered under the definitions 
of ‘accept’ and ‘receive.’ ” 59 Fed. Reg. 184 (1994), at 48766 (underlining added); agg 
alssi 61 Fed. Reg. 130 (1996), at 35089. As Attorney General Harmon stated over a 
century ago, where an employee’s relation to the transaction is “purely mechanical” the 
employee has not acted improperly or illegally regardless of whether he or she is in a 
federal building. 

This agency interpretation of die scope of the prohibitions against federal 
employees accepting or receiving political contributions is legally binding. It is the basis 
for the advice White House Counsel gives to White House staff, if political contributions 
come into the White House by mail or otherwise. Even though the presentation of political 
checks at the White House is not encouraged, under the law it is appropriate for White 
House staff to forward them to the appropriate agency as was done here. My client 
properly handled a situation which arose unexpectedly in her office at the Old Executive 
Office Building, and I take strong exception to your suggestion to the contrary. 

I would strongly suggest that you immediately retract your statements about 
my client and that in the future you consult with the agency administering these stamtes 
before you make another statement that irreparably damages her reputation. I await your 
speedy reply. 



ESGD/ljr 
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Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s statement and the correspondence 
you alluded to you will be made a part of the record. 

Mr. Kucinich. 

Mr. Kucinich. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

First I would like to submit something for the record. This is a 
memo for all Members’ offices and the employees of the House of 
Representatives, dated April 25 , 1997, and the subject is Rules 
Governing Solicitation by Members, Officers and Employees in 
General. 

[The memo referred to follows:] 
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April 25, 1997 


MEMORANDUM FOR ALL MEMBERS, OFFICERS AND EM^OYEES 

FROM: Committee on Standards of Ofncial Conduct 

■ James V. Hansen, C hairman . A 

Howard L. Berman, Rantdng ^mocraiic Member 


SUBJECT: 


Rules Governing (1) Solicitation by Members, Officers and Employees in 
Genera], and (2) Political Fundraising Activity in House Offices 


Introduction 

The purpose of this memorandum is to reiterate and elaborate on the rules governing the 
conduct of Members, officers and employees of the House in two areas: 

• solicitation of others — i.e., asking anyone for money or any thing of value — 
including for non-political purposes, and 

• soliciting or receiving political contributions in the House office buildings, the 
Capitol, or district offices. 

Both of these matters are discussed in the House Ethics Manual, 102d Cong., 2d Sess. 
(April 1992): solicitation in general on pp. 50-52 and 64-65, and political fundraising activity 
in House offices on p. 285. Both of these matters arc also addressed in an advisory 
memorandum which the Committee issued on April 4, 1995, which ap n o ^in ce d certain new 
restrictions on solicitation. Copies of /both the Manual and the April 1995 advisory 
memorandum are available fiom the Committee office. - 

Because of recent items in the news media on the legality and propriety of political 
fiindraisii^ activity in Federal offices, the Committee believes this is an opportune time to set 
out the standards which apply in the House. The Committee also believes that this is an 
appropriate time to remind Members and staff of the general law governing solicitation by them, 
including solicitations made for non-political purposes. 

The Honorable Henry A. Waxman 
2204 Rayburn HOB 
Washington, DC 20515-0529 

ATTENTION: CHIEF OF STAFF 
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Solicitation by Members, OfHcers and Employees 

General prohibition against solicitation. Under a provision of the Ethics Reform Act 
of 1989, House Members, officers and employees are generally prohibited from asking for 
anything of value from a broad range of persons: specifically, anyone who seeks official action 
from the House, does business with the House, or has interests which may be substantially 
affected by the performance of official duties. Under the statute, which is codified at 5 U.S.C. 

§ 7353, the only solicitations of such persons which are permissible are those sanctioned by thfe 
Committee.* 

The terms of tte prohibition are very broad: The provision applies to the solicitation of 
not only money, but "anything of value". In addition, foe prohibition covers solicitations of 
things for foe personal benefit of the Member, officer or employee, as well as things which 
involve no personal benefit. Thus, as the House Ethics Manual notes (at p. 52), the statute bars, 
for example, a staffer from asking a lobby^ for free tickets to a sporting event, or from asking 
lobbyists to help pay for a party to be given in honor of a MembCT. While the examples used 
in the Manual refer to solicitations of lobbyists, it would be equally impermissible to make the 
same requests of non-lobbyist officials of a corporation, association or otter such entity. A 
solicitation by another person in the name of a Member, officer or employee, and with 
the knowledge and acquiescence of that official, will likely be deemed a solicitation by that 
official. 

Prohibition does not apply to political solicitations. Legislative materials concerning 
5 U.S.C. § 7353 sute that foe stamtory prohibition does not apply to foe solicitation of political 
contributions,* and foe Committee has expressly recognized fok foe statute does not bar political 
solicitations. However, a number of other provisions of law impose restrictions on political 
solicitations by Members, officers and employees, and one of the major sets of restrictions - 
regarding solicitation in Federal offices — is discussed in detail below. Other restrictions on 
political solicitations are set out on pp. 3-5 of the Committee’s advisory memorandum of April 
4, 1995. 

Exception for charitable fundraising. In 1990 the Committee determined, pursuant to 
its authority under 5 U.S.C. § 7353, that Members, officers and employees may solicit on behalf 
of charitable organizations qualified imder § 17(Kc) of the Internal Revenue Code, subject to 
certain restrictions. Under this deteimioation, solicitations on behalf of established charitable 
or educational .organizations are generally permissible without any further action by the 
Committee. 


’The statute also ptohibits the acceptance of anything of value from sudi persons except as the Committee 
allows. This provision of the statute is implemented by die House gift rule (House Rule 51), the inteipretaiion and 
enforcement k which are the Committee’s responsibility. 

*136 Cong. Rec. H1647 (daily ed. April 24, 1990) (i^arding technical corrections to the Ethics Reform Act 
of 1989). 
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The major restrictions on such solicitations are that no official resources may be used in 
making them, no official endoisement by the House of Representatives may be implied,’ and 
no direct personai benefit may result to the soliciting official. In 1995 the Committee established 
an additional restriction regarding organizations established or controlled by Members of 
Congress: a solicitation may not be made for any such organization, regardless of its taz status 
unless the organization’s principal activities ate unrelated to a Member's official duties. Finally^ 
under a provision of the gift rule, registered lobbyists and registrants under the Forci^ Agents 
Registration Act may not be solicited, except as part of a mass mailing or other solicitation 
directed to a broad category of persons/ i / s 

This exception for charitable soUcitations is the only general exception the Committee 
has issued. It is not permissible for a Member, officer or employee to make a soUcitation on 
behalf of anyone other than a charity without the prior written approval of the Committee. 
There are certain types of solicitation which the Committee, upon request, will generally 
approve, subject to the same restrictions 'which apply to charitable solicitations: for example 
solicitations on behalf of persons who are in need of assistance because of a catastrophic injury 
or natural disaster, solicitations for tax-exempt organizations which are not charities, and for the 
Congressional Arts Competition in one’s district. 


Political Fundraising Activity in House Offices 

There has been much discussion in the media recently regarding a criminal statute, IS 
U.S.C. § 607, which generally prohibits soliciting political contributions in federal offices. That 
stamte also generaUy prohibits receiving contributions in Federal offices, although, as detailed 
below, some exception is made for contributions received in Congressional offices. 

Much of the recent discussion has been in the form of a debate on whether various 
activities violate 18 U.S.C. § 607. House Members and staff should be aware, however, that 
they are subject not only to the criminal stamte, but also to the standards enunciated and 
enforced by this Committee. While there may be uncertainty regarding the scope of the criminal 
stamte, the standards •enunciated by the Committee regarding political ftmdraising in House 
offices are quite specific, and quite restrictive. 

While those standards are based in pan on the provisions of 18 U.S.C § 607 they are 
based as weU on several other provisions of law; specificaUy, the regulations of the 
Office Building Commission, which govern the use of House facUities; 31 U.S C f 1301 
which requites that official resources and aUowances be used only for official activities and 


may mit bear official letleriiead, the wording -Congress of the United States' 

House of R^t^tauves or official business-, or the Great Seal of the United Slates, pursuant to clause 11 of 

House Rule 43 (the Code of Official Condua) and 18 U.S.C. § 713. 


*Hause Rule 5 1 , ,clause 3(b). 
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regulations issued by the House Oversight Committee which reflect this same requirement; and 
clause 1 of House Rule 43, which requires that Members and staff conduct themselves at all 
times in a manner which reflects creditably on the House of Representatives. The standards 
regarding political fundraising activity in House offices are as follows. 

Soliciting Political Contributions. Regarding, first, the matter of soliciting political 
contributions, the basic rule is straightforward: Members and staff may not solicit political 
contributions in their office or elsewhere in the House buildings, whether in person, over the 
telephone, or otherwise. This rule applies with regard to the Capitol, the House office 
buildings, and district offices. ' 

The rule bars all political solicitations in these House buildings. Thus a telephone 
solicitation would not be permissible merely because, for example, the call is billed to the credit 
card of a political organization or to an outside telephone number, or it is made using a 
cellphone in the hallway. Similarly, where a House Member or en^loyee makes solicitation 
calls somewhere else, such as at one of the campaign committee offices, and has to leave a 
message, the individual should not leave his or her House office number for the return call. 

Receiving Political Contributions. The rule on receiving political contributions is 
eq^ially straightforward: Members and staff may not request that a contribution be sent or 
delivered to their House office, and may not assent to the sending or delivery of a contribution 
to their House office. a Member or eo^loyee should never authorize a solicitation for 
political contributions (or, for that matter, any other political communication) which uses a 
House office address. Furthermore, if a Member or staffer learns that an individual who is 
going to be visiting the office intends to offer a contribution during his or her visit, the 
individual must be told that the contribution cannot be accepted here, and arrangements for 
delivery of the contribution elsewhere must be made. 

However, if someone unexpectedly offers a contribution during a visit to a House office, 
or if someone unexpectedly maik or delivers a contribution to the office, the contribution can 
be accepted, provided that it is forwarded to the political committee within seven days of recent. 
The criminal stamte, 18 TLS CL ^ 60 7. includes a provision whidi specifically permits 
acceptance and forwardir^ of a^cd^tribudon received in a Congressional office, provided that 
the contribution was not solicited in any maimer which directs the contributor to mail or deliver 
a contribution to any Federal office. Please note, however, that an envelop forwarding a 
contribution may not be sent under the frank, and thus the forwarding roust be done using 
personal or campaign stationery and stamps. 

Additional Condderations, Two additional points should be made here, and these apply 
to both soliciting and receiving political contributions. First, the rules set forth above to not bar 
Members from soliciting or receiving contributions ffom other Members in the House buildups. 
Please note, however, that one of the new House rules approved in January prohibits the 
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knowing distribution of campaign contributions on the House floor, in the Speaker’s Lobby, and 
in the cloakrooms.* 

Second, these rules are not limited to contributions for Congressional campaigns. They 
apply to the solicitation and receipt of all political contributions, including those for campaigns 
for state or local office. 

Any questions on the above matters, and sny requests for copies of the House Ethics 
Manual or the Committee’s advisory memorandum of April 4, 1995, should be directed to the 
Committee’s Office of Advice and Education at 5-3787. 


^House Rule 32. clause 5. 
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18USCAS607 Page 4 

18U.S.C.A. §607 


UNITED STATES CODE ANNOTATED 
TITLE 18. CRIMES AND CRIMINAL PROCEDURE 

PART I~CR1MES 

CHAPTER 29--ELECTIONS AND POLITICAL ACTIVmES 

Copr. © West Group 1997. No Claim to Orig. U.S. Govt. Works 

Current throu^ P.L. 105-22, approved 6-27-97 

§ 607. Place of solicitation 

(a) It shall be unlawful for any person to solicit or receive ^ contribution within the meaning of section 301(8) 
of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 in any room or building occupied in the discharge of official duties 
by any person mentioned in section 603, or in any navy yard, fort, or arsenal. Any person who violates this 
section shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than three years, or both. 

(b) The prohibition in subsection (a) shall not apply to the receipt of contributions by persons on the staff of a 
Senator or Representative in, or Delegate or Resident Commissioner to, the Congress, provided, tliat such 
contributions have not been solicited in any manner which directs the contributor to mail or deliver a contribution 
to any room, building, or other facility referred to in subsection (a), and provided that such contributions are 
transferred within seven days of receipt to a political commdttee within the meaning of section 302(e) of the 
Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971. 


CREDIT(S) 
1976 Main Volume 


(June 25. 1948, c. 645, 62 Stai. 722.) 

1997 Electronic Update 

(As amended Jan. 8. 1980. Pub.L. 96-187, Tide H, § 201(a)(5), 93 Stat. 1367; Sept. 13, 1994, Pub.L. 103-322, 
Title XXXin, § 330016(1)(K). 108 Stat. 2147.) 

<General Materials (GM) - References, Annotations, or Tables> 

HISTORICAL AND STATUTORY NOTES 


Reviser's Note 

Based on Title 18, U.S.C., 1940 ed., §§211, 212 (Mar. 4, 1909, c. 321, §§ 121, 122, 35 Stat. 1110). 

This section consolidates §§ 211 and 212 of Tide 18, U.S.C., 1940 ed. 

This section was expanded to embrace all officers or persons acting on behalf of any independent agencies or 
Government-owned or controlled corporations by inserting words “or any department or agency thereof. " (See 
definitive § 6, and reviser’s note under § 201 of this tide.) 

Changes were made in phraseology. 

References in Text 

Cq>r. © West 1997 No Cl^ to Orig. U.S. Govt. Worics 
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Sections 301(8) and 302(e) of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971, referred to m text, are classified to 
sections 431(8) and 432(e), respectively, of Title 2, The Congress. 

1994 Amendments 

Subsec. (a). Pub.L. 103-322, § 330016(1)(K), substituted 'under this title" for "not more than $5,000" wherever 
appearing. 

1980 Amendment 

Pub.L. 96-187 substituted provisions relating to the place of solicitation for provisions relating to the making of 
political contributions. 

Effective Date of 1980 Amendment 

Amendment by Pub.L. 96-187 effective on Jan. 8 , 1980, see section 301(a) of Pub.L. 96-187, set out as a note 
under section 431 of Title 2, The Congress. 

Legislative History 

For legislative history and purpose of Pub.L. 96-187, see 1979 U.S. Code Cong, and Adm. News, p. 2860. See, 
also, Pub.L. 103-322, 1994 U.S. Code Cong, and Adm. News, p. 1801. 

LIBRARY REFERENCES 

Elections ^=>309. 

C.J.S. Elections §§ 324, 334. 


NOTES OF DECISIONS 


Discharge of official duties 1 

1. Discharge of official duties 

The use of the White House Family Dining Room 
for a luncheon for about 20 Democratic Party 
18 USCA § 607 


donors and fundraisers falls within the private 
residence exception implicit in this section's 
reference to occupation "in the discharge of official 
duties". 1979 (Counsel-Inf. Op.) 3 Op.O.L.C. 31. 

18 U.S.C.A. § 607 


END OF DOCUMENT 
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UNITED STATES CODE ANNOTATED 

TITLE S. GOVERNMENT ORGANIZATION AND EMPLOYEES 
PART m-EMPLOYEES 

SUBPART F-LABOR-MANAGEMENT AND EMPLOYEE RELATIONS 
CHAPTER 73-SUITABILITY, SECURITY, AND CONDUCT 
SUBCHAPTER m-POLmCAL ACnVITIES 

Copr, © West Group 1997. No Claim to Orig. U.S. Govt. Works 

Current through P.L. 105-22, approved 6-27-97 

§ 7323. Political activity authorized; prohibitions 

(a) Subject to the provisions of subsection (b), an employee may lake an active part in political management or in 
political campaigns, except an employee may not— 

(1) use his official authority or influence for the purpose of interfering with or affecting the result of an election; 

(2) knowingly solicit, accept, or receive a political contribution from any person, unless such person is- 

(A) a member of the same Federal labor organization as defined under section 7103(4) of this title or a Federal 
employee organization which as of the date of enactment of the Hatch Act Reform Amendments of 1993 had a 
multicandidate political comminee (as defined under section 315(a)(4) of the Federal Election Campaim Act of 
1971 (2 U.S.C. 44Ia(a)(4))); 

(B) not a subordinate employee; and 

(C) the solicitation is for a contribution to the multicandidate political committee (as defined under section 
315(a)(4) of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 (2 U.S.C. 441a(a)(4))) of such Federal labor organization 
as defined under section 7103(4) of this title or a Federal employee organization which as of the date of die 
enactment of the Hatch Act Reform Amendments of 1993 had a multicandidate political committee (as defined 
under section 315(a)(4) of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 (2 U.S.C. 441a(a)(4))); or 

(3) nm for the nomination or as a candidate for election to a partisan politica) office; or 

(4) knowingly solicit or discourage the participation in any political activity of any person who- 

(A) has an application for any compensation, grant, contract, ruling, license, permit, or certificate pending 
before the employing office of such employee; or 

(B) is the subject of or a participant in an ongoing audit, investigation, or enforcement action being carried out 
by the employing office of such employee. 

(b) (1) An employee of the Federal Election Commission (except one appointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate), may not request or receive from, or give to, an employee, a Member of 
Congress, or an officer of a uniformed service a political contribution. 

(2)(A) No employee described under subparagraph (B) (except one appointed by the Presidem, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate), may take an active part in political managemem or political campaigns. 

(B) The provisions of sulqtaragraph (A) shall apply to- 
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(i) an employee of- 

(I) the Federal Election Commission; 

(n) the Federal Bureau of Investigation; 

(HI) the Secret Service; 

(IV) the Central Intelligence Agency; 

(V) the National Security Council; 

(VI) the National Security Agency; 

(Vn) the Defense Intelligence Agency; 

(Vni) the Merit Systems Protection Board; 

(IX) the Office of Special Counsel; 

(X) the Office of Criminal Investigation of the Internal Revenue Service; 

(XI) the Office of Investigative Programs of the United Stat&s Customs Service; 

(Xn) the Office of Law Enforcement of the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms; or 
(XXU) the National Imagery and Mapping Agency; or 

(ii) a person employed in a position described under section 3i32(a)(4), 5372, or 5372a of title 5, United States 
Code. 

(3) No employee of the Criminal Division of the Department of Justice (except one appointed by the President, 
and widi the advice and consent of the Senate), may take an active part in politick management or political 

campaigns. 

( 4 ) For purposes of this subsection, the term "active part in political management or in a political campaign" 
means those acts of political management or political campaigning which were prohibited for enq>Ioyees of the 
competitive service tefore July 19, 1940, by determinations of the Civil Service. Commission under the rules 
prescribed the President. 

(c) An employee retains the right to vote as he chooses and to express his opinion on political subjects and 
candidates. 


CREDIT(S) 

1996 Main Volume 

(Added Pub.L. 103-94, § 2(a), Oct. 6, 1993, 107 Scat. 1002, and amended Pub.L. 103-359, Title V, § 501(k), 
Oct. 14, 1994. 108 Stat. 3430.) 

1997 Electronic Update 

(As amended Pub.L. 104-201, Div. A, Title XI, § 1122(a)(1), Sept. 23. 1996, 110 Stat. 2687.) 
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< General Materials (GM) > References, Annotations, or Tables > 

HISTORICAL AND STATUTORY NOTES 
Revision Notes and Legislative Reports 

1993 Acts. Senate Report No. 103-57 and Statement by President, see 1993 U.S. Code Cong, and Adm News 

p. 1802. 

1994 Acts. House Report No. 103-541 and House Conference Report No. 103-753, see 1994 U.S. Code Cong, 
and Adm. News, p. 2703. 

1996 Acts. House Report No. 104-563 and House Conference Report No. 104-724, see 1996 U.S. Code Cong, 
and Adm. News, p. 2948. 

References in Text 

The date of enactment of the Hatch Act Reform Amendments of 1993, referred to in subsec. (a)(2)(A), (C), is 
Oct. 6, 1993, the date of enactment of Pub.L. 103-94. 

Amendments 

1996 Amendments. Subsec. (b)(2)(B)(i)(Xni). Pub.L. 104-201, § 1122(a)(1), substituted "National Imagery and 
Mapping Agency" for "Ceittral Imagery Office". 

1994 Amendments. Subsec. (b)(2)(B)(i)(Xni). Pub.L. 103-359, § 501(k), added subcl. (XIII). 

Effective Dates 

1993 Acts. Section effective 120 days after Oct. 6, 1993, and not to affect proceedings with respect to charges 
filed on or before 120 days after Oct. 6, 1993, and orders U) be issued in such proceedings and ^)eal 5 to be 
therefrom as if Pub.L. 103-94 had not been enacted, see section 12 of Pub.L. 103-94, set out as a note under 
section 7321 of this title. 

Savings Provisions 

Amendment or repeal of any provision of law made by Pub.L. 103-94 not to release or extinguish any penalty, 
forfeiture or liability incurred under such provision, and such provision to be treated as remaining in force fiw 
purpose of any proceeding or action for enforcement of such penalty, forfeiture or liability, see section 12(b) of 
Pub.L. 103-94, set out as a note under section 7321 of this title. 

Prior Provisions 

A prior section 7323, Pub.L, 89-554, Sept. 6, 1966, 80 Stat. 525, which prohibited employee in Executive 
agency from requesting, receiving from, or giving to, an employee, a Member of Congress, or an officer of a 
uniformed service, a thing of value for political purposes, and provided for removal from service of employee for 
violation, was omitted in the general revision of this subchapter by section 2(a) of Pub.L. 103-94. 

CROSS REFERENCES 


Applicability of this section tt>- 

Federal employees making political contributions, see 18 USCA § 603. 

Federal employees' solicitation of political contributions, see 18 USCA § 602. 
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Political activities prohibited by personnel management system of General Accounting Office, see 31 USCA § 

732. 

LIBRARY REFERENCES 

Administrative Law 

Federal Election Commission (FEC), standards of conduct, s^ 11 CFR Part 7. 

Political activity, see West's Federal Practice Manual § 6404.5. 

Political affiliation of federal employee, see West’s Federal Practice Manual § 15805. 

American Digest System 

Authority and powers of federal officers, agents, and employees in general, see United States ^=^40. 

Regulation of public officers and employees in general; political activities, see Officers and Public Employees 
‘@=^11 et seq., 18, 19, 106 et seq. 

Encyclopedias 

Authority and powers of federal officers, agents, and employees in general, see C.J.S. United States § 38 et seq. 

Regulation of public officers and employees in general; political activities, see C.J.S. Officers and Public 
Employees §§ 89 et seq., 90, 190 et seq., 193 el seq. 

5 U.S.C.A. § 7323 

5 USCA § 7323 

END OF DOCUMENT 
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Mr. Kucinich. In this — and I cite from this for the purpose of 
bringing some clarity to this moment. Under the topic of receiving 
political contributions, and I quote: “However, if someone unexpect- 
edly offers a contribution during a visit to a House office, or some- 
one unexpectedly mails or delivers a contribution to the office, the 
contribution can be accepted, provided that it is forwarded to the 
political committee within 7 days of receipt. The criminal statute, 
18 U.S.C. 607 includes a provision which specifically permits ac- 
ceptance and forwarding of a contribution received in a Congres- 
sional office, provided that the contribution was not solicited in any 
manner which directs a contributor to mail or deliver a contribu- 
tion in a Federal office.” Then it goes on to talk about the implica- 
tions of the frank. 

I would like to submit this into the record. I would also like to 
submit a copy of 18 U.S.C. 607, which spells out the circumstances 
under which someone in effect can be a custodian, but passing it 
along, they’re not lawfully — they’re not unlawfully receiving it. And 
also, an addendum which is the Hatch Act which, in effect, would 
qualify the conditions under which someone would have temporary 
custodianship of a contribution. 

Mr. Cox. Would the gentleman yield? Is the gentleman aware 
that that’s not the law that applies to the White House? 

Mr. Kucinich. I am aware furthermore that in exhibit 153-4, the 
White House in receipt of campaign contributions in the White 
House, spells out a policy of passing along such contributions. I’m 
going to continue if I may. 

I furthermore want to point out and caution members of the com- 
mittee about implying that Ms. Williams broke any laws in regard 
to this, since it’s very clear that there are policy statements and 
ethics statements which suggest that there is one standard that 
has already been applied to the legislative branch and a policy 
through an exhibit that implies that there is an equivalent in the 
administrative branch. 

Furthermore, on another issue, the chairman of this committee 
said on record that the check from Mr. Chung came from the Chi- 
nese Government and was therefore illegal. But I would submit re- 
spectfully that the Chair is not correct. 

On March 6, 1995, Mr. Chung received a $150,000 wire transfer 
into his account which had only about $9,000 in it. On March 19, 
1995, he wrote a $50,000 DNC check that he handed to Maggie 
Williams. 

There is nothing illegal with this transaction as the money he re- 
ceived by wire was his own earned money. In fact, the wire trans- 
fer record itself states that it was a payment for goods from the 
Haomen Group. The Haomen Group is a Chinese beer and soda 
company. And Mr. Chung escorted an executive to that company 
through the White House in December 1994, and was reportedly 
trying to market the company’s beer in the United States. 

The wire transfer came from the Chase Manhattan Bank in New 
York City. Now the Senate released the underlying documents 
about the wire transfer to the press which then reported the facts. 
For instance, the July 18 articles in both the L.A. Times and in 
Newsday fully report the facts about the March 6 wire transfer. 
Quoting from the L.A. Times, “a partial review of Chung’s personal 
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financial records shows that contrary to GOP assertions, Chung 
had in excess of $300,000 in various bank accounts at the time, in- 
dicating that he could have covered his $50,000 contributions with- 
out Chinese funds.” 

So there are two points here. One of which is that is — there is 
no suggestion that Ms. Williams violated the law by taking in and 
then passing along, according to proper procedures, that check that 
Mr. Chung gave her. Second, there is no evidence that Mr. Chung, 
in fact, could not have covered that contribution with his own 
money. 

Now, we do have evidence of the ubiquitousness of Mr. Chung. 
That we have evidence of. What we have here is more or less the 
return of Forrest Gump, this time as an ethic businessman. He is 
everywhere. He is with Republicans. He’s with Democrats. He’s at 
the Statehouse. He’s at the White House. But nothing says that he 
should be going to the big house. 

Mr. Burton. Does the gentleman yield back the balance of his 
time? 

Mr. Kucinich. I yield my time back to Mr. Fattah, if he wishes 
to continue that point. 

Mr. Fattah. No, I just want in addition to, in response to Con- 
gressman Cox’s, I think, very appropriate question, that that does 
only relate to the House’s rules. But there’s a Senate rule that I 
would also like to put in the record which is quite similar and is 
also one that governs the White House. 

In addition, the Office of Personnel Management, in its regula- 
tions which governs all Federal employees, says essentially the 
same thing; and that is, that administrative activities which pre- 
cede or follow the acceptance and receipt, such as handling, dis- 
bursing, accounting for contributions, are not covered under the 
definition of accept and receive. 

So I think that what we need to be clear about is that clearly, 
based on all of the accepted norms, the fact that she received a 
check and sent it over to the DNC is not something that is dis- 
similar to what happens throughout the Federal Government and 
is generally accepted as a normal part of doing business here. And 
for people to try to make that into a crime is in of itself quite offen- 
sive, and it should be to the majority even on this committee. 

Mr. Kucinich. Reclaiming my time. Thank you, Mr. Fattah. You 
helped to elucidate that further. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time has expired. Mr. Horn. 

Mr. Horn. I will be glad to yield the chairman such time as he 
needs. 

Mr. Burton. Let me just take a second here. One of the things 
that we’re trying to find out is, were illegal foreign contributions 
made to either party. In this particular case, we’re talking about 
the Democrat National Committee. What do these transactions 
mean? 

Now, we could sit here and argue about whether or not Mr. 
Chung had funds in one bank account or another and on and on 
and on. But we honestly don’t know. We don’t know if this was a 
conduit contribution. Was that $150,000 legitimate income that 
was earned by Mr. Chung’s business? We don’t have the answers 
yet. We hope to get those answers from Mr. Chung tomorrow. 
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We’re going to be talking to him about that, taking a deposition in 
the morning before the hearing. But the fact of the matter is the 
appearance, the appearance is one that needs to be investigated 
very thoroughly. And that’s what we’re trying to do. 

Mr. Horn. 

Mr. Horn. I thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Cox. Would the gentleman from California yield? Would the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. Horn. I will. 

Mr. Cox. I thank the gentleman. 

Mr. Chairman, it’s also important for us to focus on the fact that 
while surely we would empathize with anyone who unwittingly re- 
ceived a campaign check and tried to do the right thing with it, 
what we’ve got here is, first, consistent long-standing advice of the 
White House Counsel’s Office, the same memoranda that we used 
to circulate when I worked in the White House Counsel’s Office, 
that makes it clear to all the White House office employees and 
certainly who run those offices such as the Chief of Staff of the 
First Lady that you cannot accept contributions. 

We have a Chief of Staff who then did not consult with the White 
House Counsel’s Office; neither did she consult with the National 
Security Council concerning people that I take it were complete 
strangers. 

I’ll ask you on the record, Ms. Williams, were the people — we’re 
not so much concerned frankly about Johnny Chung as we are 
about what’s going on behind him. And therefore, these pictures 
that we’re looking at of Johnny Chung with various people or with 
the President of the United States are not so troublesome as the 
fact that he didn’t even go to the main event which he apparently 
purchased for his People’s Republic of China visitors; but rather we 
had representatives of the China Petrochemical Corp., COSCO, 
CITIC, and so on, none of whom I would classify as a political 
groupie, and none of whom I would say is beyond engaging in pol- 
icy discussions, walking right in and having meetings for the First 
Lady, the President of the United States and so on. 

But let me ask you, because we left on this before, whether or 
not the people who you arranged to meet with President Clinton 
on that Saturday on March 11 to watch him give his radio address 
and so on, was any of those people known to you prior to the re- 
quest by Mr. Chung that they would be permitted these meetings? 

Ms. Williams. I did not arrange for Mr. Chung to go to the radio 
address or any of his associates to go to the radio address or meet 
with the President. 

Mr. Cox. Did you meet with these people yourself? 

Ms. Williams. I didn’t meet with them. I was introduced to 
them, as I said before, and I 

Mr. Cox. You were introduced to them. 

Ms. Williams. They didn’t speak any English. I 

Mr. Cox. Were any of these people known to you before? 

Ms. Williams. No. 

Mr. Cox. So they were complete strangers. 

Ms. Williams. Yes, they were. 

Mr. Cox. And I think part of the concern here is that exactly con- 
temporaneously with the exchange of significant funds, $50,000, 
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complete strangers are given extraordinary favors by the White 
House. That is a different issue. And that is — it is that sort of total 
picture that makes us focus on why this money is — changes hands 
inside the White House. But these people to you were total strang- 
ers. 

On April 7th, the National Security Council opined that Mr. 
Chung should be treated with suspicion and that he was a hustler. 
Do you know how many times he was admitted to the White House 
after that advice was given on April 7? 

Ms. Williams. I do not know that. But you — that advice was not 
given to me. 

Mr. Cox. So you never heard from the National Security Council 
about Mr. Chung at all? 

Ms. Williams. No, I didn’t. In fact, the only contact I ever had 
with the National Security Council with respect to Mr. Chung that 
I recall was having spoken to someone a long time after the radio 
address, when Mr. Chung was trying to get his pictures, and he 
wrote me a note. So I was not aware of the National Security 
Council — I don’t know if it was a memo or whatever on April 7 or 
whatever the date was. Sorry. 

Mr. Cox. Let me ask a question about these complete strangers, 
because it’s been suggested that Johnny Chung is a sort of wealthy 
Mr. Magoo who is just kind of aimlessly bumping into people and 
showing up places. Would you characterize the vice president of the 
China International Trust and Investment Corp., as a political 
groupie who was uninterested in discussing any policy? 

Ms. Williams. I don’t know him. 

Mr. Cox. But do you think that someone who occupies that posi- 
tion is likely to be a naive waif? 

Ms. Williams. I don’t know him to say. 

Mr. Cox. Or the vice president of China Petrochemical, does that 
sound like the kind of person who is just interested in being a po- 
litical groupie? 

Ms. Williams. Well, I don’t know him. And, boy, you know, 
Washington is full of surprises. People you least expect to be one 
way are another way, so I’m hesitant to say 

Mr. Cox. Just amazing. 

Ms. Williams [continuing]. Just based on the title. 

Mr. Cox. It’s quite a surprise. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time has expired. Mr. Waxman. 

Mr. Waxman. Ms. Williams, I think we’re sinking to new lows on 
this committee. I’m just astounded at the last questions that you 
had from Mr. Cox when he said that there was an advisory from 
the National Security Council. There was not an advisory from the 
National Security Council. It was a memo by someone at the Na- 
tional Security Council when questioned whether he should give 
Mr. Chung and his guests photos. He said extraordinary reward 
that was given to Mr. Chung. Well that was the extraordinary re- 
ward, whether he should give his photos. They were a little nerv- 
ous about this guy. He was a hustler. And that’s what Mr. 
Suettinger, I think is his name, said in his memo. It wasn’t an ad- 
visory. It wasn’t an all purpose alert. 

Second, I think we reached an all time low when people start 
talking about the law. You would think that lawyers would have 
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some sense that they should be honest about it. The law is very 
clear. If someone unexpectedly offers a contribution or unexpect- 
edly mails or delivers a contribution, the contribution can be ac- 
cepted provided it’s forwarded to the political committee within 7 
days of receipt. That’s the law. 

What is going on here, and I suspect you already have figured 
it out, is Republicans have no indication that you solicited any con- 
tribution. They have no basis for saying that you violated any law, 
that you have committed any illegality. What you’re in the process 
of being is, quote, “slimed.” That’s what’s happening here today. 
And it really is a new low. 

The chairman says we’re talking about foreign contributions. 
Well, no one has been able to say that it was a foreign contribution 
involved here. Maybe there was, but all we know is that Mr. Chung 
wrote a check and then received a wire transfer from a foreign 
bank. A foreign bank doesn’t mean it’s a foreign contribution. And 
if it’s a foreign payment through a foreign bank, a payment for 
some business activity of his, that doesn’t make it a foreign con- 
tribution. 

You know, the thing is this, this is supposed to be an investiga- 
tive committee. Before an accusation is made, those who are doing 
an investigation should find out the facts. What we have in this 
committee is a pattern of allegations before they know the facts. 
That’s what happened when the chairman alluded to his claim that 
the tapes of the White House coffees were altered. He still has no 
way — no basis for making that statement. You don’t reach a conclu- 
sion before you get the facts unless you’re doing it for political pur- 
poses. And of course I think that’s what’s really going on. 

If we have information about a foreign contribution, let’s get the 
information out there before the allegation is made. That’s the re- 
sponsible way for investigators to handle things. 

Just for the record, and people should know this, because there 
are people who watch this hearing on C-SPAN, this committee has 
issued 600 subpoenas and requests for information, all directed at 
Democrats. And they’ve had 10 requests for information and sub- 
poenas where it might pertain to possible Republican wrongdoing. 

The chairman says he’s going to do his level best to know what 
the facts are, no matter where they may lead, on either side of the 
aisle. Well, I’m pleased to hear he said he’s going to subpoena 
Triad. I haven’t seen a subpoena to be issued by our committee at 
all. 

And I want to make the point for the record that an excerpt from 
the 1994 interim regulations that say ministerial activities regard- 
ing contributions like the one you had are perfectly legal. I’m going 
to put that in the record. These are the regulations for the Office 
of Personnel Management. And Mr. Cox, who used to work in the 
White House, said don’t you know the rule is different in the White 
House. Well, I have now the information it’s not different in the 
White House. 

[The information referred to follows:] 
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[2], provide wriUea notice of 
disc{iialincetion (o his supervisor and 
counselor upon determining that ho will 
not participate in the matter. 

(b) Disqualification to ensure 
imparlialUy. A DOE employee who is 
required, in accordance with 5 CFR 
2G35.502(e), to disqualify himself from 
participation in a particular matter 
involving specific parties to which he 
has been assigned shall, 
notwithstanding the guidance in 5 CFR 
2635.502(e)(1) and (2). provide written 
notice of disqualification to his 
supervisor and counselor upon 
determining that he will not participate 
in the matter. 

(c) Disqualification from matter 
effecting prospective employers. A DOE 
employee who is required, in 
accordance with 5 CF'R 263S.604(a), to 
disqualify himself from participation in 
a particular matter to which he has been 
assigned shall, notwithstanding the 
guidance in 5 CFR 2635. 604(b) and (c), 
provide written notice of 
disqualification to his supervisor and 
counselor upon determining that he will 
not participate in the matter. 

(d) Withdrawal of notification. A DOE 
employee may withdraw' written notice 
under paragraphs (a), (b), or (c) of this 
section upon deciding that 
disqualification from participation in 
the matter is no longer required. A 
withdrawal of notification shall be in 
writing and provided to the employee's 
supervisor and counselor. 

§3301.103 Prior approval for outside 
employment. 

(a) Prior approval requirement. Before 
engaging in any outside employment, 
whether or not for compensation, an 
employee, other than a special 
Government employee, must obtain 
written approval of his immediate 
supervisor and the Counselor. Requests 
for approval shall Include the name of 
the person; group or organization for 
whom' the work is to be performed; the 
typo of work to be performed; and the 
proposed hours of work and 
approximate dates of employment. 

(b) Standard for approval. Approval 
shall be granted unless there is a 
determination Uial the outside 
employment is expected to involve 
conduct prohibited by statute or Federal 
regulation, including 5 CFR part 2635. 

(c) Definition of employment. For 
purposes of Uiis section, "employment” 
means any form of non-Federal 
employment or business relationship 
involving the provision of personal 
services by the employee, it includes 
but is not limited to personal services as 
.111 officer, director, trustee, general 

|). inner, atjent, allorncy. consultant, 


contractor, employee, advisor, or 
teacher. It docs not include participating 
i n the activities of a nonprofit, 
charitable, religious, public service or 
civic organization, unless such activities 
involve the provision of prolcssional 
services or arc for compensation. 

TITLE 10— ENERGY 

Chapter X — Department of Energy 
(General Provisions) 

2. 10 CFR part 1010 is revised to read 
as follows: 

PART 1010— CONDUCT OF 
EMPLOYEES 

Sec. 

lOIO.lOt General. 

1010.102 Cross-reference to employee 
ethical conduct standards and financial 
disclosure regulations. 

1010.103 Reporting wrongdoing. 

1010.104 Cooperation with the Inspector 
General. 

1010.105 Confliclof interest waiver. 
Authority: 5 U.S.C 301. 303; 5 U.S.C App. 

(Inspector General Act of 1978]; 18 U.S.G 
208: and E.0. 12674, 54 FR 1S1S9. 3 CFR. 

1989 Comp., p. 215. as modified by E.O. 
12731, 55 FR 42547, 3 CFR. 1990 Comp., p. 
306- 


Dopartmenl shall in turn lio rei’urrcd by 
that authority lo ibu do-sigiiatcci agoncy 
ethics official or his dclcgaluu. or the 
Inspector General. 

§ 1010.104 Cooperation with the inspector 
General. 

Employees shall respond lo (|UL-stionf. 
truthfully under oath when required, 
whether orally or in writing, and must 
provide documents and other materials 
concerning matters of official intercst. 
An employee is not required to respond 
to such official inquiries if answers or 
testimony may subject the employee to 
criminal prosecution. 

$1010.105- Conflict of Interest waiver. 

If a financial interest arises from 
owneiship by an employee, or other 
person or enterprise referred to in 5 CFT 
2635.402(b)(2). of stock in a widely 
diversified mutual fund or other 
regulated investment company that in 
turn owns stock in. or bonds of, anofho : 
enterprise, that financial interest is 
exempt from the prohibition of 5 CFR 
2635.402(8). 

fFR Doc. 96-^17115 Filed 7-3-96; 8:45 ami 
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§ 1010.101 GeneraL - 

This part applies to employees of the 
Department of Energy (DOE), excluding 
employees ofthe F^eral Energy 
Regulatory Commission. 

1 1010.102 CrosMelerence lo employee 
ethical conduct standards and financial 
disclosure requiatfons. 

Employees of DOE are subject lo the 
Standards of Ethical Conduct for 
Employees of the Executive Branch at 5 
CFR part 2635, the DOE regulation at 5 
CFR part 3301 which supplements the 
executive branch-wide standards, the 
executive branch-wide financial 
disclosure regulations at 5 CFR part 
2634, and the executive branch-wide 
employee responsibtiitie.s and conduct 
regulation at S CFR part 735. 

§1010.103 Reporting wrongdoing. 

(a) Employees shall, in fulfilling the 
obligation of 5 CFR 263S:i0l(b)(ll). 
report fraud, waste, abuse, and 
corruption in DOE programs, including 
on Ihe part of DOE employees, 
contractors, subcontractors, grantees, or 
other recipients of DOE financial 
assistance, to ibc Office of Inspector 
General or other appropriate Federal 
authority. 

(b) All alleged violations of the ethical 
reslriclions described in section 

1010 . 102 that arc reported in 
accordance with (a) of this section to an 
appropriate authority within the 
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/''’’’finical Aclivities of Federal 
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agency: Office of Personnel 
Management. 

ACTi0N|^na^ 

SUMfitARY: The Office of Person nel 
Management (OPM) Is issuing final 
regulations regarding the political 
activity of Federal employees. Those 
regulations will inform Federal 
employees of the political activities 
which are peiinitted and prohibited 
under the Hatch Act Reform 
Amendments of 1993. Covered 
employees also should refer to OPM'.s 
interim regulations as part 733. 
published in the Federal Register in 
Februa'ry 4. 1994 edition, whicli 
specifically address political activitii; 
connected with local elections in 
designated communities. 

EFFECTIVE DATE; August 5, 1996. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jo-Ann Chabot at (202) 606-170(1. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
OctoberG, 1993. Ibe Pra.sidcnl sis'.im;': 
the Hatch Act Reform Amendmimi:’ 
1993. Tlrc-Reform Amimtliimnl': IxMi^n 
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effective on February 3. 1994 and OPM 
has the auUiorily to issue regulations 
under the Reform Amendments. On 
September 23. 1994, OPM issued 
interim regulations with a request for 
comments at part 734 concerning the 
political activities that generally are 
permitted and prohibited to Federal 
employees. OPM received comments 
from nine Federal agencies, two Federal 
employee labor organizations, and an 
individual before the comment period 
closed on November 22, 1994. OPM’s 
observations about the comments follow 
the numerical order of the regulations 
starting at subpart A and ending with, 
subpart C. 

Comment on Supplementary 
Information Preceding the OPM Interim 
Regulations 

One Federal agency commented that 
the supplementary information 
preceding OPM's interim regulations 
requires clarification of the language 
which makes it appear that § 734.208 
applies exclusively to Federal 
employees who belong to a Federal 
employee labor organization. The 
agency noted that the language of 
§ 734.208 clearly shows that the 
requirement of belonging to a Federal 
employee labor organization, or other 
Federal employee organization, applies 
only to the fundraising activities 
described in § 734.2O0Cb)(4). OPM 
agrees. Every employee who. is covered 
under subparts B and C of part 734 may 
participate in the activities described In 
$ 734,208 (a) and fbj (l) through (3). The 
activities described in § 734.208(b)(4) 
are limited to members of the Federal 
employee labor organizations and 
Federal employee organizations that 
meet the lequiiements of 5 U.S.C. 
73Z3(a)(2) and S CFR 734.103. Sections 
734.404(c)-{d} and 734.410 describe 
permitted and prohibited fundraising 
activities for employees covered under 
subpart D. 

Subpart A — General Provisions 
Section 734.101 of the interim 
regulations provides definitions for 
certain terms used throughout the 
regulations. The regulations define 
"accept” and "receive” as the acts of 
accepting or receiving something from a 
person officially on behalf of a 
candidate, a campaign, a political party, 
or a partisan political group. One 
Federal agency and one Federal 
employee labor organization 
commented that the language from the 
supplementary material preceding the 
interim regulations which noted that 
"minisleriai activities preceding or 
following the official acceptance ami 
receipt are not c'overcrl under (In; 


definitions” should bo added to the 
definitions. OPM agrees that adding 
sue!) language to the dofinitions of 
"accopl” and Vreocived” clarifies the 
definitions and has made the suggested 
changes- — 

OPM also received two comments on 
the definition of “on duty" in §734.101. 
A Federal agency commented that the 
definition should contain language from 
the supplementary material preceding 
the interim regulations noting that it is 
not appropriate to grant excused 
absence (administrative leave) to 
participate in polilicalactivities. This 
agency also noted that the dafinitlon 
should note that it is not appropriate to 
request sick leave in order to participate 
in political activity. While OPM has the 
authority to regulate a covered 
employee's partisan political activity, 
the granting of excused absence is a 
matter of agenty discretion. However, 
an agency’s decision to grant excused 
absences for the purposes of engaging in 
partisan political artivities or partisan 
political management would not be 
appropriate. Indeed, granting excused 
absences solely for the purposes of 
participation in partisan political 
activities might be a violation of the 
prohibitions a^inst use of official 
authority or iiifiuence to interfere with 
or affect the results of an election. In 
addition. S U,S.C 6307 and OPM's 
regulations at S CFR 630.401 prescribe 
the conditions under which an 
employee may use-sick leave. It is not 
appropriate to pennit the use of sick 
leave to participate in partisan political 
activities. Sick leave should b© granted 
only under the conditions prescribed by 
5 U.S.C 6307 and 5 CFR 630.401. 

Citing Bureau of Alcohol. Tobacco 
and Firearms v. Federal Labor Relations 
Authority. 464 U.S. 89. 105 (1983). a 
Federal employee labor oiganizalion 
commented that the definition of "on 
duly” should exclude “official time” 
given to employees who are labor 
organizations officials because 
employees on "official time” arc not 
considered to be In duty status, except 
for purposes of being paid. Thus, the 
labor organization noted that, as a 
matter of statutory construction, official 
lime is simply not time "on duly.” The 
Supreme Court concluded in this 
decision that Federal employees who 
negotiate on behalf of a labor 
organization are not conducting official 
business on behalf of the Government. 
However, the Supreme Court readied 
this conclusion for the limited purpose 
of (Iclurmining whether Federal 
employees who represent (heir labor 
luitons in colleclivc bargaining wirii 
.igeiicies are entitled to rcimbur.senxMil 


from the Government for travel and per 
diem expenses. 

Citing Naiionol Federation of Federal 
Employees and U.S. Department of 
Veterans Affairs, 47 FLRA 1118, 1124. 
(1993) (JVFF£) and American Federofion 
of Government Employees and U.S. 
Deportment of Labor, 39 FLRA 546. 553 
(1991), [AFCE\. the labor organization 
also noted that the Federal Labor 
Relations Authority (FLRA) has 
sanctioned the use of official time for 
union representatives to lobby Congress 
concerning working conditions. NFFE 
concerned a collective bargaining 
proposal to authorize the use pf a 
reasonable amount oftime as official 
time under 5 U.S.C. 7131(d) to lobby 
members of Congress in support of or 
opposition to pending or desired 
legislation which would affect the 
working conditions of employees 
represented by the union. The FLRA 
found that 5 U.S.C. 7102 contemplates 
that employees will express their views 
to Congress through their exclusive 
representative, and spedfically grants 
employees functioning as labor 
representatives the right to present the 
views of the labor organization to 
Congress. It also found that the proposal 
concerned iabor-managoment relations 
activities for which offidal time is 
authorized under section 713l(d}. 
Although the FLRA concluded that the 
proposal was negotiable under section 
7131(d), the FU^ reached its decision 
within the context of petitioning 
Congress regarding .nonpartisan issues 
that generally affect employees’ working 
conditions. It did not determine 
whether Uiese statutory provisions also 
provide for official time to participate in 
partisan political activities on.bebalf of 
individuals who are candidates for 
partisan political office. 

AFCE concerns an agency denial of an 
employee's request to use an agency 
automobile and to use official time for 
travel to and from a hearing regarding 
his claim for workers' compensation. , 
The FLRA held that 5 U.S.C. ri3l(d) 
did not preclude Uie parties in the case 
from agreeing to provide for official time 
in circumstances unrelated to labor- 
management relations activities, ^ 
provided Lliat granting such official time 
jvas consistent with the statute and 
other appHcablo laws and regulations. 
The FLRA cited attendance at hearings 
before (lie Equal Employrnont 
Opportunity Commission and 
responding to discovery requests in 
cases before the Merit Systems 
Protection IJoanl as oxomplos of 
circumstances unrelated to l.nbor- 
inanagemcni relations activities wtien.’ 

M-seuforrienU Ume rnighMie aiithnri.'.e'i 
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.Ic-linilion. OPM has incorporated into 
rt 73*5 ihe definition of “PAC” that 
Ol.c; used in its opinion. OPM notes that 
rli<r definition does not make a 
distinction between partisan and 
lunipartisan PACs because, according to 
I Ik- OLC opinion, donating to a PAC that 
;iu;uHs this definition would be 
, ntisidered political activity within the 
•ii.sming of the Reform Ameadments. 

(JLC noted in this regard that political 
.tedivity includes actions sufficient to 
.d feot the making of a political 
contribution, such as taking steps to 
ensure that part of one’s salary is 
contributed to a political campaign or a 
PAC. OLC noted that the OPM interim 
regulations on political activity 
confirmed its view that contributing to 
political candidates constitutes political 
activity within the meaning of the OPM 
interim regulations because it is 
directed toward the success or failure of 
a political party, candidate for partisan 
political office, or partisan political 
group. OPM has not revised this 
definition of political activity. 

Moreover, OLC noted that Congress 
intended that meiking contributions to 
PACs would be considered political 
activity under the terms of the Reform 
Amendments. It noted that Senator 
Glenn, the leading Senate sponsor of the 
Reform Amendments, referred 
specifically to PAC contributions in 
describing examples of the political 
activities that the Reform Amendments 
would prohibit on duty. See 139 Cong. 
Rec. S8929 (daily ed. July 20, 1993). In 
view of this, OMP believes that it is not 
necessary to further refine the OLC 
definition of PAC. OPM has added to 
§ 734.101, a definition of the term 
“political action committee" which 
tracks the definition of “political 
committee" in 26 U.S.C. 9002(9). 

OLC opined that most Federal 
employees are not barred from using the 
salary allotment system to make 
contributions to PACs. Thus, Federal 
employees who are subjea to subparts 
B through D of part 734 are not 
prohibited from making a voluntary 
allotment to a PAC. 

OLC opined in addition that 5 U.S.C. 
7324(a)(l)(4) prohibits Federal 
employees from taking stops sufficient 
to effect the making of a PAC 
contribution while they arc on duty or 
in a Federal building. Thus, employees 
who are subject to subparts D through D 
of part 734 are prohibited from filling 
out direct-deposit forms for salary 
allotments to PACs while they are on 
duly or in a Federal building, and from 
personally delivering such forms to 
p.iyroll employees who would process 
or admiiiLster llie.se allotments. OPM has 
nmendeci 734.20(5. 734,306, 734.404. 


and 734.406 of its regulations to reflect 
the conclusions stated on the OLC 
opinion. OPM abo has added to 
§ 734.101. a definition of the term 
“polilicai action committee" which 
tracks the definition of “political 
committee” in 26 U.S.C. 9002(9). 

OLC also opined that Federal 
employees who are identified in S 
U.S.C. 7324(b)(2) may not use the salary 
allotment system to contribute money to 
PACs. Section 7324(b)(2) ^piies to 
employees whose duties and 
responsibilities "continue outside 
normal duty hours and while away from 
the normal duty post" and who are 
either employees (1) “paid from an 
appropriation for the Executive Office of 
the President" or (2) “appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, whose position(s 
are) located within the United States in 
relations with foreign powers or in the 
nationwide administration of Federal 
laws." Such employees are covered 
under subpait E of OPM’s regulations: 
OLC opined that in the use of the salary 


U.S. office of Personnel Management, 
fames 0. King, 

Director 

Accordingly, the Office of Personnel 
Management interim rule adding 5 CFR 
part 734, published at 59 FR 48765 on 
September 23. 1994, is adopted as a 
final rule with the following changes: 

PART734— POLITICAL ACTIVITIES OF 
FEDERAL EMPLOYEES 

1. The authority citation for part 734 
continues to read as follows: 

Authority: S U.S.C 1103. 1104. 7325; 
Reorganization Plan No. 2 of 1978, 92 SlaL. 
3783, 3 CFR i 678 Comp. p. 323; and E.O. 
12107. 3 CFR 1978 Comp. p. 264. 

2. In § 734.101 the definitions of 
accept, and receive, are revised, and the 
definitions of occasional, political 
action committee, recurrent, and room 
or building occupied in the discharge of 
official duties by an individual 
employed or holding office in the 
Government of the United States or any 
agency thereof are added in alphabetical 
order.'to read as follows: 


allotment system, the costs associated 
with the transfer of contributions to 
PACs would be borne by the Federal ~ 
Government, and S U.S.C. 7324(b)(1) of 
the Refohn Amendments prohibits these 
employees form engaging in political 
activity using “money derived from the 
Treasury of ^e United States.” OPM has 
added to subpart E a new provision that 
reflects Uiis prohibition. 


$734,101 Definitions. 

Accept means to come into possession 
of something from a person officially on 
behalf of a candidate, a campaign, a 
political party, or a partisan political 
group, but does not include ministerial 
activities which precede or follow this 
official act. 


Finally, the OLC opinion stressed that 
5 U.S.C 5525, the statutory provision 
governing allotment and assignment of 
pay, as well as the OPM allotment 
regulations at 5 CFR 5S0.311(b), provide 
that Individual agency heads have the 
discretion to determine whether eligible 
employees of the agency may use the 
allotment system for particular 
purposes, such as making contributions 
to PACs. 

E.O. 12866, Regulatory Review 


Occasional means occurring 
infrequently, at irregular intervals, and 
according to no fixed or certain scheme: 
acting or serving for the occasion or 
only on particular occasions. 

Political Action Committee moans any 
committee, association, or organization 
(whether or not incorporated) which 
accepts contributions or makes 
expenditures for the purpose of 
influencing, or attempting to'influencc. 
the nomination or election of one or 


This rule has been reviewed by the 
Office of Management and Budget in 
accordance witlt E.O. 12866. 

Regulatory Flexibility Act 

I certify that these regulations would j 
not have a significant economic impact 
on a substantial number of small entities 
because they would apply only to 
Federal agencies and employees. 

List of Subjects in S CFR Part 734 


more individuals to Federal, State, or 
local elective public office. 

Receive means to come into 
possession of something from a person 
officially on behalf of a candidate, a 
campaign, a political party, or a partisan 
political group, but does not include 
ministerial activities which precede or 

follow this official act. 

ytecurreni means occurring irequcntlv 
or periodically on a regular bosis. 

(loom or building occupied in tin: 


Political iictiv’itics ((iciveriiincni 
uiiiployces) 


discharge of officio! duties by an 
itxii'.'iduo! employed or holding office m 
the (iovcniineiU of the Unilud Sinlci. •>! 
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OFFICE OF PERSONNEL 

MAKAGEMENT 

RIN 3205-AG07 


5 CFR Part 734 


CJn 


PontIr:aI Activities o( Federal 
Employees 


agency: Office of Personnel 
Management- 




ACTION; Interim relations with request 
for comments. 


SU»AMAflr:The Office of Personnel 
Management (OPM) is issuing interim 
regulations regarding the political 
activities of F^eral employees. On 
Clctober 6, 1993, the Prudent signed 
the Hatch Act Reform Amendments of 

1993. The Amendments became 
effective on February 3, 1994, and 0PM 
has the authority to issue regulations 
under the Amendments. The interim 
regulations will inform Ferleial 
employees of the political activities 
which generally are permitted and 
prohibited under the Amendments. 
Federal employees also should refer to 
OPM's Interim regulations at part 733. 
published In the Federal Register in the 
February 22, 199f edition, regarding 
pcrmitl^ and prohibited political 
activities connected with local elections 
in the designated communities. 

DATES; Effective Date: September 23, 

1994. 

Comments must be received^ on or 
before November 22, 1994. 

ADDRESSES: Comments maybe sent or 
delivered to Lorraine Lewis, General 
Counsel. Room 7355, United States 
Office of Personnel Management, 1900 E 
Street NW., Washington, DC 2041S. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jo- 
Arm Ch'abot or Karen D. Kline at (202) 
606-1700. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION; Pursuant 
to section 553(b)(3) of title 5, United 
States Code, the Director finds that good 


cause oxils for waiving iho general 
notice of proposed rulemaking. The 
noUco is being waived because, in view 
of the statutory penalties which result 
&om violations of the Amendments' 
prohibitions. K Is crucial for employees 
who are covered under the 
Amendments to know about the 
political activities which the 
Amendments permit and prohibit. 

While these regulations were being 
written, OPM received several 
suggestions from Individuals, several 
Federal labor organizations, and many 
Federal agencies on Issues that might be 
addressed through the regulations. 

Many of the comments and suggestions 
concerned similar or identical issues, 
and these issues have been addressed in 
the regulations. Issues which could not 
be addressed in the regulations are 
discussed in this summary. 

Part 734 Is divided Into several 
subparts for purposes of clarity. Subpart 
A — Ceneral Provisions Includes 
definitions as well as jurisdictional and 
reporting provisions. 

Section 734.101 in subpait A defines 
the terms which are ii)ost frequently 
used in OPM's political activity 
regulations. The definitions of employee 
and partisan political office in §734.101 
track the statutory definitions of these 
terms. 

The Amendments indirectly define 
the terms “Federal labor organization'' 
and “multicandidate political 
committee" by referring to other 
statutory proN^ons which provide a 
detailed definition of these tenns. 
Section 734.101 similarly defines these 
terms by' incorporating the statutory 
references cited in the Amendments. 
Because of the complex structural 
organizations of the various agende^ 
and instrumentalities of the United 
States and District of Columbia 
Government it would be difficult to 
adopt a comprebonsive definition of 
“employing office." Hierefore, 

§ 734.101 specifies that the head of each 
agency or instrumentality shall 
determine the appropriate employing 
offices witbin'it and provide notice to 
employees through internal agency 
notice procedures. Idontification of such 
employing offices is distinct from, and 
need not coincide with, those 
established for any other purpose. 

The dofinitioo of “Federal employee 
organization" is In conformance with 
llie definitioD of “Federal cmployoo 


organization" in Executive Order 10968. 
january 17, 1962 which was revoked by 
Executive Order 11491 and reflects that 
this term refers to nonprofit associations 
or organizations which are composed of 
Federal employees. The Amendments 
specifically tie the concept of Federal 
labor organization to the definition of 
labor organization in 5 U.S.C 
7103(a)(4). Because employees of the 
District of Columbia are not Federal 
employees, and their labor organizations 
are not covered under 5 U.S.C Chapter 
71, the definitions of the terms "Federal 
labor organizations” and “Federal 
employee organization" do not include 
such organizations comprised of 
employees of the District of Colurnbia. 

^veral Federal labor organizations 
and one agency raised the issue of what 
constitutes a "political contribution” 
commenting that the Amendments not 
only allow Federal employees to 
volunteer their services to campaigns, 
but also allow Federal employees to 
direct and solicit other volunteers. In 
their view, this comports with the 
fundamental purpose of the 
Amendments. *111656 commentators felt 
that volunteer services under the 
Amendments should be treated the 
same as under Federal election law — 
i.e., they are riot considered "political 
contributions." In a letter dated 
September 7, 1994, Senator John Glerm 
and RepreswtaUve William L Clay, the 
Chairmen of the respective conimittees 
of jurisdiction, opined that "as the 
sponsors and managers of this 
legislation in the House and Senate, 

[we] never intended that routine 
campaign volunteer activities should bo 
treated as political contributions.'' 

Clearly this is an issue that goes to ffio 
heart of iheAm'endments. The explicit 
purpose of the Amendments is to 
"provide for Federal civilian employees 
to participate voluntarily, as private 
citizens, in the political processes of the 
Nation and to protect such employees 
and the General citizenry from improper 
p>olitical solicitations." S. Rep. No. 57, 
103 Cong., isl Sess., at 1 (1993). In 
particular, the Amendments allow a 
' Federal employee toToanago a 
campaign. Tbo Issue raised by these 
commentators is whether ibe allowable 
political activities encompass Federal 
employees directing and soliciUng 
volunteer services. Tbo cotnmcnlators 
argue that to conclude in the negative 
would be contrary lo Uio puqiose oi ifie 


'3rr\-f<.r»inv A.<^t 
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Atncndmonis- Ono commontalor noted, 
•■fijnterproting the term •personal 
services' to Include Iho activities of 
these sorts of campaign volunteers 
would seriously undermine 
Congressional intent to allow Federal 
employees greater freedom to 
participate In the political process. In 
fact, that interpretation could ealirely 
negate certain rights the Act explicitly 
grants. Thus, for example, the Act 
generally authorized Federal employees 
to 'laie an active part in political 
management or in political campaigns.’ 
An individual could not. as a practical 
matter, manage a campaign if he or she 
were precluded from soliciting, 
accepting. or even receiving, the help of 
volunteers.” Another commentator 
stated that prohibiting solicitation of 


• political contribution.*' the regulations 
allow Federal employees to solicit, 
accept, and receive individualized 
volunteer services as well as direct or 
supervise those volunteers. This 
dcfimlion allows the Amendments' 
inchision of personal services, paid or 
unpaid, to be read in the context of the 
explicitly permissible activities. 

Although Federal employees are 
allowed to solicit, accept, and receive 
individualized uncompensated 
volunteer services, the regulations 
prohibit Federal employees from 
solidling, accepting, or receiving such 
services from subonlinates. Further 
solicitation, acceptance, or receipt of 
such services must comply mth the 
Standards of Ethical Conduct for 
Employees of the Executive Branch in 5 • 


volunteer services “not only thwarts the CFR part 2635, as well as any other 
intent of Hatch Act Reform, it would directives that may apply, e.g.. the 
clearly render [the Act) internally Federal Property Management 

inconsistent." Finally, Chairmen Glenn -Regulati ons in 41 rhapier 101 

rilh political 


and Clay provided. "It was. and 
remains, our intention that the term 
‘political contribution' be defined in a 
manner that docs not render 
meaningless the language of the Acn^ 
intended to protect the ability of Federal] 
employees to take an active part in 
political management or in political 
campaigns." 

In light of the absence of a- conference 
report, the interpretation esfwused by 
Chairmen Glenn and Clay is logical and 
deserving of deference. In order to 
implement the intent of the 
Amendments to allow FedeMl' 
employees to participate actively in 
political management and campaigns, 
the definition of "poUtica] contribution” 
in § 734.101 tracks the statutory 
definition of this term, with one 
significant addition. The regulations 
specify that individualized 
uncompensated volunteer services are 
not a "thing of value” and are excluded 
from the definition of “political 
contribution-.’* This exclusion of 
individualized uncornpensated 
volunteer services the definition of 
"political contribution" directly 
parallels the definition of 
"contribution" found in the Federal 
Election Campaim Act 2 U.S.C. 431 . 

Under this definition, the "persond 
services” which are Included In the 
definition of "political contribution" are 
those paid or unpaid services of-a 
business or corporation. The 
Amendments' ^slinclion of 
individualized uncompensated 
volunteer services from services 
provided by a business or corporation, 
thus, mirrors the distinction contained 
in die Federal Election Campaign law. 

By excluding individualized 
volunteer services from Uie definition of 


In connection with politii 
contributions, section 734.101 also 
defines the terms "accept" and 
"receive.*’ These defimtions cover only 
the acts of accepting or receiving 
something from a person officially on 
behalf of a candidate, campaign, a 
political party, or a partisan political 
group. Ministerial activities which 
precede or follow the official acceptance 
and receipt, such as handling, 
disbursing, or accounting for 
contributions are not covered under the 
definitions of "accept" and “receive.** 
The Amendments specifically prohibit 
covered employees from “knowingly" 
soliciting political coolributions. Thus. 

§ 734.101 of the interim regulations al«. 
defines "solicit" as expressly requesting 
of another person that he or she - 
contribute something to a candidate, a 
campaign, a political party, or partisan 
political group. 

Section 734.101 defines the term "on 
duty” beause the concept is central to 
the political activity prohibition for 
most employees. The definition 
provides that an employee is on duty 
when In a pay status (i.e., when 
receiving pay for hours of duly) or when 
representing the United Slates 
Government or District of Columbia 
Government in an official capacity. The 
definition provides that for the purposes 
of this part, an employee is not 
considered to be in a pay status when 
in a paid leave status, using 
compensatory lime off. using credit 
hours earned in an alternative work 
schedule, using lime off granted as an 
incentive award, or excused absence 
because the employee is frtre to spend 
the time off as he or she chooses. 
Similarly, an employee receiving 
p.reminm pay for standby duty is 


considered to be in a pay status for 
Uiosc hour,, whilo u, omployco in an 
unpaid, on-call status is not in a pay 
status. Further, when an employee 
performs work that Is recognized as 
overtime work under title 5 of the 
United States Coda, the Fair Labor 
Standards Act, or similar statute, the 
employee is considered to be in a pay 
status, even if under some 
circumstances the employee is 
prevented from receiving pay or 
compensatory time off for that work 
(e.g.. due to the biweekly pay limitation 
under 5 U.S.C 5547). 

The definition provides a second 
criterion in order to accommodate those 
employees who are not in a leave 
system. For purposes of this part, 
employees who are not covered by a 
leave system are considered to be on 
duty when they are representing the 
United States Government or District of 
Columbia Government in an official 
capacity. 

Several parties have inquired as to 
whether an employee is on duty when 
in a leave without pay status. Since an 
employee is not in a pay status on leave 
without pay. he or she is not on duty. 
Other parties have asked about retention 
of life, health, and retirement benefits 
on leave without pay. 0PM regulations 
concerning leave, pay, and retirement 
govern these issues. 

One agency asked about the 
possibility of granting excused absence 
[cuneotly described in subchapler 11 of 
Federal Personnel Manual Chapter 630 
and colloquially referred to as 
“administrative leave”) for purposes of 
engaging in political activities or 
politicarmanagement. 0PM believes 
that an agency's granting such excused 
absence for the purposes of engaging in 
political activities or political 
management is not appropriate. 

Section 734.102(a) reOects that the 
United States Office of Special Counsel 
is authorized to investigate and 
prosecute alleged violations of the • 
Amendments, and issue advisory 
opinions regarding permitted and 
prohibited politick activities. It also 
provides the address and telephone 
numbers of that Federal agency for 
employees who seek advisory opinions. 
Section 734.102(b) reflects that the 
United States Merit Systems ProlecUon 
Board determines when a violation of 
the Amendments hes occurred, and 
describes the penalties for a violation. 
Section 734.102(c) reflects that the 
Office of Persoonel-Managemeat is 
authorized to issue regulations 
concerning the political activities whic!; 
the Amendments permit and prohibit. 
The auUiority of OPM to issue such 
regulations was affirmed by the Office 
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Mr. Cox. Would the gentleman yield, because the statute is dif- 
ferent as well as the advice memorandum. 

Mr. Waxman. I do not yield. I’m submitting for the record the 
statement of the Office of Personnel Management dealing with in- 
terim regulations that is pertaining to the White House itself. 

It seems to me that what we have repeatedly is a statement 
we’re going to go into foreign contributions. And yet, 2 weeks ago, 
the subpoenas went out from this committee to the Teamsters. 
That has nothing to do with foreign contributions. 

What we’re trying on this committee on behalf of the Republicans 
is to try to see if they can stir up some kind of claim of illegality 
out of thin air. And to me, I think that is the wrong thing for us 
to be doing. It’s a waste of taxpayers’ money. It is partisan. It is 
just not credible as a serious investigation. And we’ve already 
spent $3 million on this committee, just to fund this investigation 
for which we have nothing new, nothing new. Even your testimony 
is not fresh for this committee because you’ve already given deposi- 
tions in the Senate, given depositions here. All of this has been re- 
viewed over and over again. Nothing new has come out of this 
hearing. 

And I think this whole investigation is a very sad chapter in the 
House of Representatives, in the history of what ought to be our 
clear responsibility for oversight. This is a ridiculous process. 

And by the way, 0PM and the Ethics Committee on this issue 
agree on the interpretation of the law. Only Mr. Cox and Mr. Barr 
disagree. And I would be pleased to yield to the gentleman from 
California if he wants to make any further comments. But he 
might want to wait to see what the document that I have and am 
putting into the record says so he’ll know for sure what the rules 
are that pertain to the White House. I ask unanimous consent it 
be made part of the record. 

Mr. Cox. I would be happy to accept the gentleman’s invitation 
of time. 

Mr. Burton. The time has expired, but if 

Mr. Waxman. Well, then, I don’t have time to yield, and there- 
fore I don’t yield. 

Mr. Burton. OK. Mr. Mica, you’re recognized. 

Mr. Mica. I thank you, Mr. Chairman. I might just comment on 
a couple of things. First of all, the pictures that we have over here 
with the Republican Governors, I heard one of my colleagues say 
that they made it into the Statehouse and the White House. Well, 
that’s not a matter of fact, because these pictures were all taken 
on the same day at the Republican Governors Association. In fact, 
just look, he’s wearing the same tie in all the photos. 

These meetings did not involve arranging 55 visits to the White 
House. These photos did not involve $50,000 checks being passed 
to a Government employee in any instance that I know of. These 
photos did not involve the records of money coming from foreign 
sources to make those contributions. These instances did not, in 
fact, bring foreign nationals to arrange meetings while the Presi- 
dent of the United States made a national radio address. And these 
photos didn’t offer the access that we’ve seen demonstrated here 
today by this hearing. 
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These photos did not arrange for giving of $40,000, December 14, 
1994 to the DNC again through questionable sources; $50,000, 
March 9, 1995 to the DNC again from questionable foreign sources; 
5125,000, April 8, 1995 again to the DNC, and a grand total of 
$366,000, a few more dollars than he could have covered in his ac- 
count as alleged by the other side. 

Ms. Williams, do you know Ms. Cara — I think it’s Ceandra Scott 
at the DNC? 

Ms. Williams. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Mica. Now you testified a few minutes ago that you had 
nothing to do with getting Mr. Chung and his Chinese delegation 
into the Presidential radio address on March 11, 1995; is that cor- 
rect? 

Ms. Williams. That’s correct. 

Mr. Mica. Ms. Scott in fact has told the committee that she may 
have spoken to you specifically and made that request of you. Do 
you think she’s wrong? 

Ms. Williams. I can only recall one time when I spoke with Ms. 
Scott regarding a radio address, and that was a radio address for 
either her parents or her grandparents. 

Mr. Mica. But you did not arrange or make any arrangements 
personally? And have you knowledge of your staff making arrange- 
ments to get Mr. Chung and these guests into this event? 

Ms. Williams. No, not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Mica. You said in your testimony, that Mr. Chung had asked 
you about giving money to the President or the First Lady. Was 
that from the very beginning of your meetings with him? 

Ms. Williams. Well, as I said before, I never had any real meet- 
ings with him. 

Mr. Mica. Well, your conversations with him. You have in your 
testimony that Mr. — he said, so when he asked how he could give 
and show his support, I told him he could. 

Ms. Williams. Yeah. He constantly asked me. 

Mr. Mica. He asked you. You didn’t say, would you like to give? 

Ms. Williams. No. 

Mr. Mica. OK. And then you said you could support, in your 
quote, the DNC; give to Clinton/Gore campaign. And you’ve also 
said you were somewhat aware of the law, that you said you 
couldn’t take that money. That was sometime earlier before you 
took the $50,000 on, when was it, March — when did you take the 
$50,000 check? March 9? 

Ms. Williams. That’s the date people tell me. I’m not aware of 
the date. 

Mr. Mica. But he remembers giving a check. 

Ms. Williams. I remember getting a check. 

Mr. Mica. And you had suggested to him — these are your words 
and your testimony to this committee — support the DNC. And he 
brings you a check for $50,000. It doesn’t raise a question, or him 
giving you a check? 

Ms. Williams. I’m sorry. It doesn’t raise a question? I’m sorry. 
I don’t understand the question. 

Mr. Mica. Well, you gave him an array of contribution possibili- 
ties, “Give to the Clinton/Gore campaign.” This is from your testi- 
mony in your quotes. “Support the DNC” in quotes; “Give to Clin- 
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ton/Gore campaign,” in quotes. “Help the President and Mrs. Clin- 
ton’s legal defense fund,” in quotes. You said those were your 
standard responses to people who were offering to help; is that cor- 
rect? 

Ms. Williams. That’s correct. 

Mr. Mica. And that’s what you told him. 

Ms. Williams. When he asked me, yes. 

Mr. Mica. Did you ever receive any other checks or contribu- 
tions? Were there any personally handed to you 

Ms. Williams. No. 

Mr. Mica [continuing]. For any of these organizations I’ve cited 
or groups? 

Ms. Williams. No. 

Mr. Mica. This is the only one? 

Ms. Williams. This is the only one. 

Mr. Mica. And the same day that you received this, Mr. Chung 
was also invited to the White House Mess or allowed — it’s not easy 
to get in the White House Mess. 

Ms. Williams. No, it’s 

Mr. Mica. Who made the arrangements to get him into the 
White House Mess? 

Ms. Williams. Well, first of all, it really isn’t so difficult to get 
into the White House Mess. 

Mr. Mica. If the First Lady’s chief assistant gets you in. 

Ms. Williams. No, because the White House Mess is essentially 
personal accounts, which is to say, if I get an apple from the White 
House Mess, it’s charged to me. 

Mr. Mica. Did you get Johnny Chung in before he gave you the 
check or after he gave you the check? 

Ms. Williams. I believe that I had gotten him in one — Johnny 
Chung? 

Mr. Mica. Well, the group that went to the White House Mess; 
was it the officials, the Chinese officials, the delegation? 

Ms. Williams. Well 

Mr. Mica. And Mr. Chung, and all of the above. 

Ms. Williams. First of all, I don’t actually know who went to the 
Mess with Mr. Chung that day. But I certainly did ask Ms. Ryan 
or someone in my office to make a reservation under my name for 
Mr. Chung. 

Mr. Mica. After he gave you the check or before? 

You don’t recall? 

Ms. Williams. I don’t recall. But I do recall him having used my 
Mess account before on another occasion before the check, I believe. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. Mica. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Davis. 

Mr. Davis of Virginia. Ms. Williams, thank you for coming. I 
don’t have any questions, but I’m going to yield time to my friend 
from California, Mr. Horn. 

Mr. Horn. I thank the gentleman. Mr. Waxman had some com- 
ments to make, and I want to ask this question while you’re here, 
because one of the witnesses will come after you’re finished. 

Mrs. Hernreich, as I recall from her deposition, said — was told by 
President Clinton after the Chinese delegation visited him in the 
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Oval Office, “You shouldn’t have done that,” unquote. Or also, “We 
shouldn’t have done that,” unquote, referring to those pictures that 
were taken of the President and the members of the Chinese dele- 
gation. 

Did Mrs. Hernreich talk to you after that picture was taken and 
the President was slightly upset about it all as a national security 
matter? Did she ever call you and say who brought them through 
here? 

Ms. Williams. No. I don’t recall a conversation with Nancy 
Hernreich about that. 

Mr. Horn. Let me move to another situation, the Back to Busi- 
ness situation. What was the basic purpose of that Back to Busi- 
ness Committee? 

Ms. Williams. As I understood, the Back to Business Committee 
were a group of people who were primarily spokespersons who op- 
erated outside of the White House to answer the charges made 
about the President and the First Lady. 

Mr. Horn. What sort of charges are we talking about? 

Ms. Williams. Oh, too numerous to — I mean, there are all kinds 
of things that were being said about them. 

Mr. Horn. Well, did it have to do with things when he was Gov- 
ernor or when he was President? 

Ms. Williams. Oh, I can’t remember. Just generally any bad 
thing that could be said. 

Mr. Horn. This was an all-purpose committee, in other words? 

Ms. Williams. As I understood it. 

Mr. Horn. Handling anything that was going to the outfield. 

Ms. Williams. As I understood it, yes, sir. 

Mr. Horn. Did it concern charges arising from Whitewater? 

Ms. Williams. Yes. 

Mr. Horn. Was that the primary thrust of the committee? 

Ms. Williams. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Horn. What was its primary thrust? 

Ms. Williams. Like I said, I thought the main thing was to have 
other spokespeople to respond. The primary was to have 
spokespeople. 

Mr. Horn. Who founded that committee? 

Ms. Williams. Lynn Cutler was one of the cofounders. 

Mr. Horn. Was the other cofounder Anne Lewis? 

Ms. Williams. Anne Lewis could have been a cofounder. I don’t 
know if she was brought in later or she was a cofounder. 

Mr. Horn. And what is Mrs. Lewis’s position in the White House 
now? 

Ms. Williams. She is Director of Communications. 

Mr. Horn. What is Mrs. Cutler’s position in the White House? 

Ms. Williams. I’m really not sure. OK, I’m sorry. She’s in Inter- 
governmental Affairs. 

Mr. Horn. Is she Deputy White House Director of Intergovern- 
mental Affairs? Does that ring a bell? 

Ms. Williams. That could be so. I don’t know if that happened 
after I left or — but she works at the White House, yes. 

Mr. Horn. Were discussions ever held with the First Lady about 
the information or advertisements that the Back to the Business 
Committee was promulgating? 
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Ms. Williams. I’m certain that there was a point that I told Mrs. 
Clinton that there were people who were speaking out on her be- 
half. 

Mr. Horn. Well, did you get some of these advertisements or 
leaflets or brochures or different forms of communication and ever 
take them in to the First Lady? 

Ms. Williams. No. 

Mr. Horn. So you weren’t involved in approval or disapproval? 

Ms. Williams. Oh, of their materials? 

Mr. Horn. Yes. 

Ms. Williams. No, not at all. 

Mr. Horn. Did the White House or the First Lady’s office or you 
or anyone else you know in the White House ever provide the com- 
mittee with a list of potential donors? 

Ms. Williams. With a list of potential donors? 

Mr. Horn. Potential donors. Even one donor. One and up. 

Ms. Williams. I don’t know about anyone else at the White 
House or if there was any specific list. But as I said in my state- 
ment today, I was asked by Lynn Cutler for people to go on the 
television and people who might contribute to the group. And I 
gave her some names, three or four names. 

Mr. Horn. At your suggestion, Ms. Cutler contacted Chung for 
a contribution the day after the December 8, 1995 White House 
Christmas party, and Ms. Cutler introduced herself as a friend of 
the First Lady who was referred to him by you, according to an Au- 
gust 9, 1997 Los Angeles Times article; is that correct? 

Ms. Williams. Well, I did give her his name. I wasn’t there at 
the Christmas party when she talked to him, but I did give him 
her name. 

Mr. Horn. Did Mrs. Cutler know Chung at that point when you 
gave the name? Had she met him during some of the tours? 

Ms. Williams. I don’t know. I don’t know. 

Mr. Horn. Did you suggest that Mrs. Cutler contact other poten- 
tial contributors? And how many were they? 

Ms. Williams. As I said before, I gave her three or four or five 
or six names. I remember a Mr. Chung as a contributor, but I pri- 
marily gave her names of people I thought could go on television. 
And given my communications background, I thought that’s what 
she thought I would be able to give her. In addition, I gave her Mr. 
Chung and I don’t know who else. 

Mr. Horn. Well, Mr. Chung let’s say is one of the four. Who were 
the other three? 

Ms. Williams. I do remember that I gave her the name of Kiki 
Moore as someone who could go on television. I don’t remember the 
other three, but those two names I should remember. 

Mr. Horn. Is that a celebrity that I ought to know and don’t 
know? 

Ms. Williams. No, no, not a celebrity at all. Just a young woman 
who is very good at speaking on television. 

Mr. Horn. And did she do that? 

Ms. Williams. Speak on television? 

Mr. Horn. Yes. 

Ms. Williams. Yes, I believe she did once or twice, yeah. 
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Mr. Horn. So we assume Mrs. Cutler contacted her and got her 
involved. 

Ms. Williams. I don’t know who contacted her, but that was the 
name I did give to her. 

Mr. Horn. Why did you suggest Mr. Chung and these other indi- 
viduals to Mrs. Cutler to contribute to Back to Business? Was there 
any particular reason? 

Ms. Williams. Only that I was trying to think of people who had 
asked to be helpful to Mrs. Clinton. And he had on numerous occa- 
sions. And so his name was a name that I gave to her. 

Mr. Horn. Did Johnny Chung ever contact you inquiring about 
Lynn Cutler? 

Mr. Waxman. Point of order, Mr. Chairman. 

Ms. Williams. I’m sorry. Can you repeat the question? 

Mr. Horn. Did Johnny Chung ever contact you inquiring about 
Lynn Cutler? 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Ms. Williams. No, I don’t recall that he did. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. Portman. 

Mr. Portman. Mr. Chairman, I’m happy to yield some time to 
you or, in your discretion, to Mr. Horn. 

Mr. Burton. If the gentleman will yield to me. I’ll take a minute 
or so. 

Mr. Portman. Can I make a brief statement first and then I’ll 
be happy to yield? I don’t have any questions. 

Mr. Burton. Fine. 

Mr. Portman. I would like to make a quick statement. I’ve lis- 
tened carefully today. We started off with my friend from Cali- 
fornia, Mr. Waxman, saying the only useful purpose here is to de- 
velop new campaign finance laws. I think that’s inaccurate. I think 
the oversight is very important. I think that’s what the committee 
is supposed to do. I think it’s a useful public hearing of specific eth- 
ical issues, in this case surrounding Johnny Chung. And among the 
concerns I’ve heard today are inappropriate White House access, 
improper use of that access, potential use as a conduit for foreign 
money, even potential and national security issues related to the 
People’s Republic of China. 

And I think, at the very least, this has been a very useful public 
hearing, because it helps to establish what the ethics rule should 
be and puts this administration and future administrations on no- 
tice; and that is, that the ethics rules need to be followed, that they 
do exist, the current rules in those gray areas, and they always 
exist to seek to adhere to higher ethical standards particularly in 
the Nation’s White House. 

Mr. Waxman. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. Portman. I think this is an important service to the country 
and I commend the chairman and I will not yield time. 

Mr. Waxman. If the gentleman would yield to me for one com- 
ment, I don’t disagree with what you are saying but I hope we will 
learn also to change the campaign finance rules that encourage 
this payment of money for access, which we see permeating 
throughout both the White House and Federal campaigns, but Con- 
gress as well. 
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Mr. PORTMAN. Reclaiming my time, that is an issue that there 
is not a consensus on in this committee, much less this Congress 
and this country, and I think in the meantime this is a very impor- 
tant exercise, and I will now yield my time to the chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mr. Portman. 

First of all, Ms. Williams, to clear up one thing, you were here, 
I guess, of your own volition to he at the First Lady’s 50th birthday 
party; is that correct? 

Ms. Williams. No. 

Mr. Burton. Oh, you were not? 

Ms. Williams. I did go to it, but that was not the reason I came. 

Mr. Burton. Did you go back to Paris after that? 

Ms. Williams. I was on my way to Paris — ^back to Paris when 
my lawyer called me and told me that 

Mr. Burton. You didn’t leave the country? You stayed. 

Ms. Williams. I stayed because it was a week from 

Mr. Burton. I appreciate that. 

According to the information we have, you said you did not solicit 
money from Johnny Chung, and you did not discuss with him the 
money to the DNC owed the White House, and you do not know 
how he was aware of that. 

Now, on page 110 of Evan Ryan’s deposition, which was released 
today, here is what she said, talking about Ms. Williams’ response: 

“Her response was we would see, you know, we’d see if we could 
set those things up for him and that it was helpful to know about 
his donation because then maybe that would enable the DNC to 
pay off some of their debts.” 

And then on page 112 she says, “Oh, I don’t know, it was more — 
I don’t remember exactly what she said but it was something along 
the lines of that’s helpful to know that they are getting this dona- 
tion. Maybe it will help with some of the debts that they owe the 
White House. That’s the general gist of what I got from her.” 

That seems inconsistent with what you have told us here today, 
and I just wondered if you can explain that inconsistency? 

Ms. Williams. Well, as I said, I have no specific recollection of 
this discussion with Ms. Ryan. But as I said in earlier questioning, 
it was not a secret for Ms. Ryan or people at the DNC that the 
DNC owed the White House money. 

Mr. Burton. But the point is that this was discussed prior to 
your getting the check from Johnny Chung? 

Ms. Williams. Well, that is her recollection. That is not my 
recollection. 

Mr. Burton. I see, OK. I will yield back to Mr. Portman and he 
can yield. 

Mr. Fattah. Mr. Chairman, a quick question. When you read the 
deposition, it seemed to me that Ms. Ryan was speaking after the 
fact of the contribution, not prior to the fact of the contribution. So 
maybe it wasn’t clear. 

Mr. Burton. No, I’ll be glad to give you a copy so you can take 
a look at that. I yield back to Mr. Portman. 

Mr. Portman. I am glad to yield to the gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. Mica. Mr. Portman, thank you for yielding and, Mr. Chair- 
man, I just want to make a general comment too about what has 
been said on the other side about the cost of these hearings. That 
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it costs too much, that it’s cost $3 million. When, in fact, the cost 
of operation of this committee, including the investigative function, 
is far less than the other side spent for similar activities in the 
time that they controlled this committee. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that the cost to close down this hearing, 
this investigative process for future generations would be much 
more than we want to pay, because in fact this process is what sep- 
arates our Government from dozens of other governments, scores 
of other governments around the world where they don’t examine 
their executive branch, their executive agency, so this is very im- 
portant. 

We appreciate the witness’ cooperation, and we are not trying to 
condemn this witness; we are trying to find out the facts from this 
witness, and we hope to also find out from Mr. Chung where this 
money came from, how he could gain such access to the White 
House and to the President and First Lady in this manner, and 
then take corrective steps so this doesn’t happen again, if, in fact, 
this does lead to foreign contributions. So I thank the chairman 
and yield back my time. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Let me give everybody some information here quickly. It is the 
intent of the Chair after the last questioner, which will be Mr. 
McIntosh, to break for about 15 minutes so everybody can get just 
a quick bite of something, come back and get to the second panel. 

I have been informed by the Cloakroom, that we will probably 
have a vote in an hour or hour and a half. If we take 10 minutes, 
we will still have an hour and a quarter before we have to break 
for another vote. Mr. McIntosh. 

Mr. McIntosh. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would like to yield 
my 5 minutes to Mr. Barr. 

Mr. Barr. I appreciate the gentleman for yielding. 

Ms. Williams, I was somewhat intrigued by your attorney’s ref- 
erence to the letter that he wrote setting forth his opinion on some 
of the matters that we’ve touched on here today with regard to that 
provision of the U.S. criminal code that relates very explicitly to re- 
ceipt of campaign donations and the place of solicitation and by 
whom. 

I might very respectfully suggest that you discuss with him some 
further documents. One would be an opinion by the Office of Legal 
Counsel at the U.S. Treasury Department in 1979, a Democrat ad- 
ministration, 3 U.S. opinion O.L.C. 31, in which there is some dis- 
cussion, not directly on point with regard to the use of the word 
“receive” in the statute. It deals primarily with the location. But 
there is language in there that indicates very clearly that the issue 
of “receive” is not black letter law the way Mr. Dennis may wish 
it to be. And certainly he is your advocate and I understand his po- 
sition and he argues it very eloquently, as always. 

Mr. Dennis. Could you give me that citation again? 

Mr. Barr. 3 U.S. opinion O.L.C. 31, and there are a number of 
footnotes that relate to the issues that we are speaking about here. 

Mr. Dennis. 1979? 

Mr. Barr. Right. I would also, Ms. Williams, direct your atten- 
tion to 18 U.S.C., section 607. There has been some discussion and 
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I think an effort on the part of the folks on the other side of the 
aisle to deliberately misconstrue this. 

Section 607 has two parts to it, (a) and (b); (a) is the operative 
part that we have been talking about here that states very, very 
clearly that any person defined as we have seen in 603, any person 
who is paid by funds drawn on the U.S. Treasury cannot solicit or 
receive contributions for Federal elections in any room or building 
occupied in the discharge of official duties, so on its face I think 
very, very clearly it applies to your situation. 

Section or subsection (b) of the statute, which has been referred 
to by folks on the other side, has nothing whatsoever to do directly 
with your situation. It deals very explicitly with Representatives or 
Senators. It very clearly does not refer and does not cover members 
of the executive branch. And that is the provision that allows for 
persons in Senate or Representative offices to receive unsolicited 
checks or moneys, and then transfer those within 7 days, so if any- 
one in your situation were relying on that as a defense, I think 
they would be sorely disappointed. I think if anybody in your situa- 
tion were relying on the defense that it would be rude to abide by 
the statute, they could be sorely disappointed as well. 

My point is that we have a law here. We also have an opinion 
and a review of Federal laws, including criminal laws, by Mr. 
Mikva, the Counsel to the President, not quite contemporaneously 
but within a month or so of what we are talking about here. That 
does not go into the detail that your counsel did in giving us his 
opinion. And I think that is very revealing. 

The memorandum of April 27, 1995, that I referred to earlier and 
that has been put forward as exhibit 153, states very clearly that 
no person in your situation can receive campaign moneys. It does 
not have any convoluted definition of what exactly “receive” means. 
As a matter of fact, it says it means a commonsense definition, 
which means somebody hands you something and you take it. It 
does also, as the Federal statute, have an explicit and an express 
exception for things received by mail. 

The fact that both this opinion and the statute that I referred to 
have express exemptions for certain activities leaves one very clear- 
ly under rules of statutory construction with the conclusion that 
other activity that does not fall within those exemptions is, in fact, 
covered. And I would, therefore, repeat that under your testimony 
under oath today, I believe that a case very clearly has been set 
forward of a violation of 18 U.S.C. 607(a). 

Now, what this Department of Justice wishes to do with that is 
certainly not anything over which we have concern. That has been 
obvious for quite some time. But for folks on the other side to say 
there is no evidence of this, and the statute does not apply, I think 
is laughable. The statute is very clear. The opinion of the White 
House by Abner Mikva is very clear. One could certainly argue 
about the fine points of it, but I think you have a serious problem 
here. 

Mr. Cox. Mr. Barr, would you yield for just a moment? 

Mr. Barr. Happy to yield to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. Cox. There is something else in the White House Counsel’s 
memo that concerns me. In addition to stating clearly that White 
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House employees may not ever accept a political contribution from 
any person 

Mr. Barr. If the gentleman would yield back just for a moment, 
I have one point that I do want to make before my time expires 
and that is that I do intend to write a letter to the Attorney Gen- 
eral requesting prosecution because I think very clearly there is a 
violation of the law. Mr. Dennis obviously does not agree, but I 
think that is a clear 

Mr. Cox. Will the gentleman yield? If I could just finish the 
point, that the memo says that one should please consult our office, 
the Counsel’s Office, before undertaking any action implicating an 
exception to this general prohibition, and I would wonder why Ms. 
Williams did not contact the Counsel’s Office if it is, as you say, 
extraordinary to receive a $50,000 check. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time has expired. The gentle- 
woman can answer. 

Mr. Dennis. If I might, Mr. Chairman, again my client is not a 
lawyer. I would point out that the regulations that I cited which 
define official acceptance and receipt under the statute in question, 
the interim regulation were published in 1994, which is some 15 
years after this O.L.C. U.S. opinion, whatever it might say, and 
that the final regulations were adopted in 1996 and the citations 
set forth in my letter some 2 years later. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time has expired. Does that con- 
clude your comments? 

Mr. Dennis. Just one other thing. The Counsel’s Office, White 
House Counsel’s Office, also agrees with that interpretation, the in- 
terpretation that I have stated here. And it is in writing in various 
documents. 

If I might, Mr. Barr, before you write a letter to the Department 
of Justice, I hope you will accept something in writing from me ad- 
dressing specifically the points that you have made in your last 
statement, and Mr. Cox as well. I’ll address that to you as well. 

Mr. Burton. Did that conclude the last part of the question? 

Mr. Cox. Mr. Chairman, I have a pending question to the wit- 
ness. The counsel is certainly entitled to speak and I am pleased 
that he did so. 

Mr. Waxman. Mr. Chairman, regular order. I think Mr. Barr had 
the time. His time has expired. 

Mr. Barr. And I did yield for that final point and he was in the 
middle of asking it. 

Mr. Burton. Go ahead. You may answer it. 

Ms. Williams. I am sorry; what is the question? 

Mr. Cox. The question is, why you did not, even though the ad- 
vice of the White House Counsel was before implicating any excep- 
tion to the prohibition on accepting a contribution, you should con- 
tact the Counsel’s Office, why, if it’s so unusual for you to receive 
a $50,000 check or a check at all because you have testified that 
this was the only time it happened, why you did not contact the 
White House Counsel’s Office? 

Mr. Burton. Let her answer. 

Ms. Williams. I didn’t think of it. I was in a situation, just 
human, I guess. Didn’t have the memo in front of me when it hap- 
pened. I just acted. 
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Mr. Burton. Mr. Sanders. 

Mr. Sanders. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would like to yield to 
Mr. Fattah. 

Mr. Fattah. Thank you, Mr. Sanders. 

Let me — last week we had a witness here, a Deputy Counsel to 
the White House and she was accused of obstructing justice and 
now you have been accused of violating the criminal code. There 
are a lot of allegations flying around but, nonetheless, just so we 
can settle to the facts one more time. The DNC has returned every 
dollar that was received from Johnny Chung, even though there is 
no evidence at this moment that any of those dollars were illegal 
in any respect. And all of his contributions, with the exception of 
the check that was handed to you, were sent through some other 
mechanism. And so if one is chasing foreign contributions they 
would not just be focusing in on this one incident. 

Congressman Cox asked you when you arranged for these strang- 
ers to meet with the President on that Saturday, did you and so 
on — you never testified that you arranged such a meeting, right? 
You didn’t arrange for them to go into the press conference at all, 
radio address. 

Ms. Williams. Right. 

Mr. Fattah. So that was never your testimony. And as far as 
you were concerned, and your counsel is concerned, contrary to all 
of this, these wild allegations, you don’t believe that by accepting 
this check and passing it on that you violated any criminal statute 
or any civil statute and it was not your intent to; was it? 

Ms. Williams. No, of course it was not my intent to. 

Mr. Fattah. I know you are probably amazed at the hypocrisy 
of the Members here on the Hill. We had the chairman of the Re- 
publican Conference handing out checks on the floor of the House 
from the tobacco industry in which Members on the other side of 
the aisle thought that this was just fine and dandy and now here 
they are — if they have a political problem with the President, I’m 
sure the President can handle it. You did nothing other than re- 
ceive this check and send it to the DNC. If you were working here 
as the chief of staff to a Member of Congress, you would have had 
7 days to do that and not violated any law. Don’t you think that 
the rules reasonably assume that there may be circumstances in 
which citizens, and Mr. Chung is a citizen of the United States, 
may make a contribution and so that it not be an unlawful situa- 
tion that you can just pass that check along? Don’t you think that 
that law makes a lot of common sense? 

Ms. Williams. Well, I’ve refused to give my opinion. On any of 
this. 

Mr. Fattah. Fine. You need not share your opinion. I just want 
to make it clear that you did not solicit the contribution from Mr. 
Chung, that you did not do anything other than forward in an ad- 
ministrative way through someone else in the office the check over 
to the DNC. 

Ms. Williams. That’s correct. 

Mr. Fattah. Is that correct? 

Ms. Williams. That is correct. 

Mr. Fattah. And at this point in time you have appeared volun- 
tarily before the committee? 
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Ms. Williams. Yes. 

Mr. Fattah. And that notwithstanding the abuse, at least what 
I think has been abusive allegations of criminal conduct, which is 
obviously an attempt to smear your good name, you have served 
this country faithfully for many years in a high public office, and 
I want to thank you for your service, and I want to wish you well. 

Ms. Williams. Thank you. 

Mr. Sanders. I take back my time and yield it to Mr. Barrett. 

Mr. Barrett. Thank you, Mr. Sanders. 

What I would like to do is take a minute or two. Evan Ryan, who 
is Ms. Williams’ aide, is not here today, but she was — her deposi- 
tion was taken by minority counsel. And what I’d like to do is read 
key excerpts from her testimony into the record. I think that they 
are relevant here for several moments. This is from her deposition: 

Question: Second sentence, “He showed her the business cards of his Chinese com- 
panions and asked if arrangements could be made for them to eat lunch in the 
White House Mess.” 

Mr. Burton. Excuse me. What page are you on so we may follow 
you? 

Mr. Barrett. I don’t have the page number here. 

Mr. Burton. There should be a page reference on the top. 

Mr. Barrett. I have it retyped. 

Mr. Burton. OK. We will try to figure it out. 

Mr. Barrett. Quote, 

He showed her the business cards of his Chinese companions and asked if ar- 
rangements could be made for them to eat in the White House Mess and meet Hil- 
lary Clinton. Quote, to the best of your recollection are all the elements of that re- 
sponse correct? Answer: No. 

Which ones are incorrect? Answer: He never showed me business cards on that 
day and he also asked about the radio address and a tour of the White House. 

Question: Quote, Chung also asked if there was anything he could do to help the 
White House? Quote, is that sentence correct? No. 

Question: And how is it incorrect? Answer: That day he stated he was making 
a contribution to the DNC, quote. 

Then we move down. New section. 

Question: Then she said, quote. Maybe you can help us, unquote. Is that sentence 
correct? Answer: No. 

How is that incorrect? I didn’t say anything about helping us. I mentioned that 
we were going to check and see if we could set up any of the things he was hoping 
to set up. 

Question: The next paragraph reads, quote, the aide told Chung that the First 
Lady had some debts with the DNC from expenses associated with White House 
Christmas parties, quote. Is that sentence correct? Answer: No. 

And question: How is it incorrect? Answer: I never discussed expenses and that 
Christmas with Mr. Chung. 

Question: The next sentence reads, quote, Chung believes that Ryan mentioned 
a figure of $80,000, quote; is that sentence correct? Answer: No. 

How is that incorrect? Answer: I never mentioned a figure of $80,000. I never 
mentioned any. 

Question: Skip the next paragraph because it is a parenthetical not bearing on 
facts. 

Paragraph following that reads, quote, 

Ryan told him Chung said that she was relaying the question on behalf of Wil- 
liams who hoped Chung could help the First Lady defray these costs, quote. Is that 
sentence correct? Answer: No. 

Question: And how is it incorrect? Answer: I was not relaying anything on behalf 
of Maggie Williams regarding defraying costs of the First Lady. 

And we go down. 



152 


Question: We have already covered that. I apologize for bringing it up again. 

The next sentence reads, quote, and Lewis said Ryan is sure that she had no dis- 
cussion of financial contributions with Johnny Chung, quote; is that sentence cor- 
rect? Yes, and no discussions he made that statement to me, but there were never 
any discussions. 

I just wanted to make sure that — these are questions from mi- 
nority counsel and I wanted to make sure those were in the record. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time has expired. The last person 
to question will be Mr. Shadegg. Even if somebody else comes in. 

Mr. Waxman. You can’t do that. I hope nobody else comes in but 
you can’t do that. 

Mr. Burton. I will assume that Mr. Shadegg will be the last per- 
son to question and we will then break for 10 minutes. 

Mr. Shadegg. Ms. Williams, following on this deposition, because 
I don’t know what pages of the deposition they were reading from, 
but I have the same deposition, a deposition of Mrs. Evan Ryan 
who is not here today. She is out of the country and not available. 
Although I think at some point in time she will be before this com- 
mittee and I am trying to get some clarification. 

We, for example, know that Mr. Chung was seeking some things 
from the White House. And everybody has agreed on that. We also 
know that at one point in time Mr. Chung tendered a $50,000 
check and you accepted that $50,000 check. But I have some ques- 
tions that go to this deposition that Mrs. Evan Ryan gave. For ex- 
ample, in that deposition Mrs. Evan Ryan says point blank 

Mr. Dennis. What page? 

Mr. Shadegg. I do have a page. Page 109, line 16. 

Mr. Dennis. 109, line 16, OK. I’m sorry for being slow. 

Mr. Shadegg. What did you tell Mrs. Williams? I told her that 
Johnny Chung was here and that he had some businessmen from 
China and that he was hoping to get a tour, the radio address, the 
Mess, and the photo with Mrs. Clinton. And he was also going to 
donate money to the DNC while he was here. 

Do you see that question and that answer? Now, what I want to 
do is clarify for the record, do you recall her telling you that John- 
ny Chung was there, and that he had businessmen from China 
with him? 

Ms. Williams. On what day is this? The same 

Mr. Shadegg. I presume it’s March 9th, because the radio ad- 
dress was on March 11th and we know that Mr. Chung did, in fact, 
attend the radio address with the Chinese colleagues. Even if we 
can’t pin down a date, did you have a conversation with Mrs. Evan 
Ryan, whom I think you knew well, in which she indicated that 
Mr. Chung was there and that he was anxious to get a tour, a 
radio address, a visit to the Mess and a photo with Mrs. Clinton 
and in which Mrs. Evan Ryan said to you he was also donating 
some money to the DNC while he was here? 

Ms. Williams. I don’t recall this conversation exactly. I know 
that she said that Johnny Chung was here, and told me about the 
photo and wanting the photo and wanting to eat at the Mess. 
That’s what I recall. 

Mr. Shadegg. It is very important for us to figure out who is 
right and who is wrong. We are trying to get to the bottom of this 
and we have two conflicting stories. 
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Ms. Williams. I am not saying necessarily that they are con- 
flicting stories. I am saying 

Mr. Shadegg. I am trying to find out the degree to which they 
conflict. 

Ms. Williams. She may have a more specific recollection of some 
of these issues simply because her job was to deal with these re- 
quests. With all due respect, as Chief of Staff to the First Lady, 
these were among some of my concerns but necessarily not my pri- 
mary concerns. So, you know, I absolutely remember 

Mr. Shadegg. Can we just walk through the other things that 
she said so that you will have an opportunity to say whether they 
are true or not true or you recall them or whether you just have 
no recollection? 

Ms. Williams. Fine. 

Mr. Shadegg. She then gets asked again the question: You told 
her what he wanted and you told her at that time he was going 
to donate money to the DNC? And Mrs. Williams reaffirms that. 
You still have no recollection. 

Ms. Williams. I’m sorry, I don’t 

Mr. Shadegg. I’m sorry, Ms. Ryan reaffirmed that. 

Ms. Williams. Could you give me what is the question? 

Mr. Shadegg. There is a reaffirmation by Mrs. Ryan that she 
told you two things. One, he wants a tour, a radio address, the 
Mess, and the photo with Mrs. Clinton, and he’s making a donation 
to the DNC. She’s now said that very clearly at two different 
points, as you can see. Now we are looking at lines 22 to 24 which 
your counsel has showed you. Do you have a recollection of that? 

Ms. Williams. I have a recollection definitely of the Mess and of 
the photo and that Mr. Chung was there. 

Mr. Shadegg. No recollection of being told about the fact that he 
was making a donation to DNC? 

Ms. Williams. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Shadegg. Let’s go to page 110, lines 6 through 9. Here she 
gets very specific and she talks about what you said back to her. 
She said that you had said to her we could see if we could get those 
things for him, and that you said it was helpful to know about this 
donation because then that maybe the DNC would be able to pay 
off some of their debts. 

Ms. Williams. No, I don’t have a recollection of this, and Mr. 
Chung had, prior to I guess March 9, already been a contributor 
to the DNC and had b^een making donations to the DNC. So, I 
guess I think news about a donation from Mr. Chung would not 
strike me as extraordinary or unusual. 

Mr. Shadegg. So you are saying that you didn’t say it was help- 
ful to know about the donation? 

Ms. Williams. No, I don’t recall saying that. 

Mr. Shadegg. We then go on. You were aware of the debt, 
though; is that right? The debts by the DNC to the White House 
were significant? 

Ms. Williams. Oh, I was aware. Lots of people were aware. 

Mr. Shadegg. Going on to page 112, lines 12 through 16. 

Ms. Williams. Uh-huh. 

Mr. Shadegg. Mrs. Evan Ryan again says that you had said it 
was helpful to know and that getting this donation, maybe it will 
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help with some of the debts in the White House. So she again says 
that your response 

Ms. Williams. Well, I think you should read — first she says, oh, 
I don’t know. 

Mr. Shadegg. Right. But it was something along the lines of 
that’s helpful to know that they’re getting this donation, maybe it 
will help with some of the debts. So, again, she quotes you as being 
aware that he’s going to give a donation to the DNC. 

Ms. Williams. Well — OK, I just want to make sure that there 
are two things, because what you have read has been the lines that 
are in between. What you haven’t read or the first thing is “When 
Ms. Williams had mentioned that she seemed pleased to you” — this 
is the question “that Mr. Chung mentioned he was going to donate 
to the DNC, do you have any idea how she knew that perhaps that 
donation would go to pay off some debts?” “Oh, I don’t know,” it 
says. 

Mr. Shadegg. And then? 

Ms. Williams. Then it was more, I don’t remember exactly what 
she said. 

Mr. Shadegg. And then that’s where I began reading. 

Ms. Williams. “It was something along the lines of that’s helpful 
to know, that they’re getting this donation, maybe it will help with 
some of the debts that they owe the White House. That’s the gen- 
eral gist of what I got from her. I don’t know.” 

Mr. Shadegg. Once again, she is saying that she made you 
aware that he was going to make a donation to the DNC and that 
you said — she’s now said it twice and she’s used the exact same 
phrase twice — that your response was, that’s helpful to know. 

Ms. Williams. Could you explain to me then what the meaning 
of her saying “I don’t know” at the end of that? 

Mr. Shadegg. Sure. That was a response to the question put to 
you; how did you, Mrs. Williams, know about the debt to the DNC. 
That’s a different issue. 

Ms. Williams. There are two “I don’t knows.” There’s a top one 
and a bottom one. 

Mr. Shadegg. That’s right. But there are still — your bottom line 
testimony is even though she says at two different points 

Ms. Williams. I have no recollection. 

Mr. Shadegg [continuing]. That you responded saying it was 
helpful, that you have no recollection of that. 

Ms. Williams. No, I do not. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time has expired. I want to thank 
you, Ms. Williams, for your patience and your legal counsel and ev- 
erybody else who is with you here, Lanny. I know it has been a dif- 
ficult time for you. I hope you have a safe trip back to Paris with 
your new husband and that everything goes well with you, and 
once again thank you very much for your help. We appreciate it. 
We stand in recess for 10 minutes. 

[Recess.] 

[The depositions of Margaret Williams, Evan Ryan, and Gina D. 
Ratliffe follow:] 
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Ms. Comstock. We can get on the record here. 

Good morning, Ms. Williams. I would like to begin by thanking you on behalf of 
the members of the Committee on Government Reform and Oversight for appearing 
here today. 

This proceeding is known as a deposition. The person transcribing this proceeding 
is a House reporter and notary public. I now request we have you sworn in. We have 
a notary public here to swear you in. 

THEREUPON, MARGARET WILLIAMS, a witness, was called for examination by 

Counsel, and after having been first duly sworn, was examined and testified as 

follows: 

Ms. Comstock. I would like to note for the record those who are present at the 
beginning of this deposition. 

My name is Barbara Comstock. I am the designated Majority counsel for the com- 
mittee. I am accompanied today by Jennifer Safavian, who is also Majority counsel. 
Minority counsel today is Ken Ballen, who is accompanied by Kristin Amerling. The 
deponent is represented by Mr. Dennis. The deponent this morning is Margaret Wil- 
liams. 

Although this proceeding is being held in a somewhat informal atmosphere, be- 
cause you have been placed under oath, your testimony here today has the same 
force and effect as if you were testif 3 dng before the committee or in a courtroom. 

I would like to note for the record, also, the committee’s Staff Director, Kevin 
Binger, who just entered the room, so you know. 

As we go along, just so you know, various members of Minority and Majority staff 
often come in, so, if you would like, we will identify them; but nobody else besides 
staff are allowed to come into the room. 

Mr. Ballen. Or Members of Congress. 

Ms. Comstock. Or Members, yes. It is recess, but I know we have a few. 

If I ask you about conversations you have had in the past and you are unable 
to recall the exact words using the conversation, I would ask you please state that 
you are unable to recall exact words but still, to the extent you can recall, give the 
gist or substance of any such conversation to the best of your recollection. If you 
recall only part of a conversation or only part of an event, please provide us with 
the best recollection of those events or parts of conversations that you do recall. 

If I ask you whether you have any information about a particular subject and you 
have overheard other persons conversing with each other regarding it or have seen 
correspondence or documentation regarding it, please tell me that you do have such 
information and indicate the source, either a conversation or documentation or oth- 
erwise, and how you derived such knowledge. In other words, it is not just personal 
knowledge that you learned firsthand but other information you may know. Please 
indicate how you know that so that we can indicate for the record and you can make 
clear that you got something thirdhand or secondhand or you really don’t know if 
it is true but this is what you heard. 
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Before we begin the questioning, I want to give you some background about the 
investigation and your appearance here. Pursuant to its authority under House 
Rules 10 and 11 of the House of Representatives, the committee is engaged in a re- 
view of possible political fund-raising improprieties and possible violations of law 
within the committee’s jurisdiction. 

Pages two through four of House Report 105-139 summarizes the investigation 
as of June 19, 1997, and encompasses any new matters which arise directly or indi- 
rectly in the course of the investigation. Also, Pages four through eleven of the re- 
port explain the background of the investigations. All questions related either di- 
rectly or indirectly to these issues or questions which have a tendency to make the 
existence of any pertinent fact more or less probable than it would be without the 
evidence are proper. 

The committee has been granted specific authorization to conduct this deposition, 
pursuant to House Resolution 167, which passed the full House on June 20, 1997. 
Committee Rule 20, of which you received a copy, outlines the ground rules for the 
deposition. 

Majority and Minority counsels will ask you questions regarding the subject mat- 
ter of the investigation. Minority counsel will ask questions after Majority counsel 
has finished. After the Minority counsel has completed questioning you, a new 
round of questioning may begin. Members of Congress who wish to ask questions 
will be afforded an immediate opportunity to ask their questions. When they are fin- 
ished, committee counsels will resume questioning. 

I would also like to note for the record that we also have another Majority attor- 
ney present. Sophia Nelson is with us also this morning. 

Pursuant to the committee’s rules, you are allowed to have an attorney present 
to advise you of your rights. Any objection raised during the course of the deposition 
shall he stated for the record. If the witness is instructed not to answer a question 
or otherwise refuses to answer a question, Majority and Minority counsel will confer 
to determine whether the objection is proper, if Majority and Minority counsels 
agree that a question is proper, the witness will be asked to answer the question. 
If an objection is not withdrawn, the chairman or member designated by the chair- 
man may decide whether the objection is proper. 

This deposition is considered as taken in executive session of the committee, 
which means that it may not be made public without the consent of the committee. 
Pursuant to clause 2(k)(7) of House Rule XI, you are asked to abide by the rules 
of the House and not discuss with anyone other than your attorney this deposition 
and the issues and questions raised during this proceeding. 

Finally, no later than 5 days after your testimony is transcribed and you have 
been notified that your transcript is available, you may submit suggested changes 
to the chairman. 

I would just like to add for the record that we have been working with Minority 
counsel on this and if you need additional days — I understand your counsel is out 
of town. I think you may be out of town, too; is that correct? 

The Witness. That is correct. 

Ms. Comstock. We can make arrangements, mailing it to you, and have waived 
that with the consent of the Minority in situations where you have physical prox- 
imity and distances, that you need to accommodate that. 

The Witness. Can I ask a question? With respect to making the deposition public, 
now the deposition is made public by the committee when the committee chooses 
to do so? 

Ms. Comstock. It has to be by vote of the committee. 

The Witness. By vote of the whole committee? 

Ms. Comstock. Yes. 

The Witness. That would only be after I reviewed my deposition? 

Ms. Comstock. Exactly. And just so you know, the depositions, when they become 
available and we get the transcript before it has been corrected, the Minority does 
get a copy of the uncorrected version, as do we, but then nothing would ever been 
be an official copy until you have the opportunity to review and make the changes. 
I will go into that a little bit on the changes but, just so you know, there are copies 
that are circulated to the Majority and Minority staff. 

The Witness. That are uncorrected but still not made public prior to? 

Ms. Comstock. Exactly. And it is the committee’s responsibility — Majority and 
Minority responsibility to make those corrections and make sure they are accurate 
for the record. 

The transcript will be available for your review at the committee office or, as we 
discussed, we can mail it to you. And when we do mail it, we ask you sign a form 
that it hasn’t been copied or shared with anyone because, since it is an executive 
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session, it is not made public and none of our copies physically go outside of our 
offices. Even our members have to come in to see copies of the actual deposition. 

The Witness. Okay. 

Ms. Comstock. Substantive changes, modifications, clarifications or amendments 
to the deposition transcript submitted by you must be accompanied by a letter re- 
questing the changes and a statement for your reasons for each proposed change. 
A letter requesting any substantive changes, modifications, clarifications or amend- 
ments must be signed by you. Any substantive changes, modifications, clarifications 
or amendments shall be included as an appendix to the transcript, conditioned upon 
your signing the transcript. I believe we also make typographical changes within the 
body of it and technical changes like that. 

Do you understand everything we have gone over so far? 

The Witness. Yes, I do. 

Ms. Comstock. Do you have any questions? 

The Witness. No. 

Mr. Dennis. I just want to put on the record that Jim Wilson and I had a con- 
versation when I believe the issue of trying to set a date for the deposition was de- 
cided upon and, at that time, I asked him about the scope of the deposition. He ad- 
vised me that it focused primarily on this Chung matter, and I asked him if there 
were other areas that might be inquired, and he said that he would let me know 
a little closer to the deposition. 

I have not heard back from him, so we are operating on the assumption that it 
is going to be confined to the political fund-raising and primarily this Chung issue 
and some related areas. But in terms of being prepared to get outside of that, you 
know, if we get into an area that my client hasn’t had a chance to really consider, 
I will let you know, but that is one thing I have some concerns about. 

Ms. Comstock. I am sorry if there has been any misunderstanding on that, and 
I think that will encompass — we are going to go through the general fund-raising 
issues and matters of how, you know, in the First Lady’s office, any involvement 
in any of those matters. 

Mr. Dennis. No problem with that. 

Ms. Comstock. And then, obviously, the issues of Mr. Chung. There is some mat- 
ters relating to Mr. Hubbell that I think we will briefly, you know, some of these 
areas 

Mr. Dennis. We can go through that. 

Ms. Comstock. The main characters — John Huang, Charlie Trie, the Riadys — the 
general people I think you are familiar with in the newspapers. I think most of the 
things should fall within that area. 

Mr. Dennis. None of those areas would present any problems. 

Mr. Ballen. And I have a statement I want to put on the record as well. 

First of all, it was mentioned — and this is the first time I have heard it — that 
hearsay is appropriate. In other words, if you learn things second- or thirdhand, to 
let us know that. I think in the Minority we would take a very dim view if we are 
going to start getting hearsay for the depositions. 

Technically, it is not excluded here because we don’t operate under Federal rules 
of evidence, but it has been excluded from both civil and criminal trials. And our 
Anglo-American jurisprudence for some 300 years and for very good reasons — be- 
cause it is not reliable, no one can confront the accuser and other reasons; and I 
think it would be inappropriate if we started in this forum to rely on that. 

So that is one thing for the record; and certainly today, if there is anything you 
do not know firsthand, you should identify it as such. 

Ms. Comstock. I think my statement was to make clear that oftentimes people 
have heard something from somebody else, that somebody told me that there was 
a contribution made, I do not know that firsthand. What we are asking for is — we 
aren’t just asking, necessarily — that you clarify for the record so that it is clear 
when someone is making a statement where the information comes from. That is 
the statement we have been reading at the beginning of the deposition. 

Mr. Ballen. Our view — and we will have to work this out between ourselves, but 
today you can identify. But our view is that kind of evidence is not appropriate. 

Ms. Comstock. I don’t think we have a disagreement. I think we just want to 
have the witness make clear her knowledge of that information. 

Mr. Ballen. That would be fine. 

The other thing I wanted to point out is under House Rule XI, 2(k)(a), objections 
as to relevancy and pertinency are ultimately matters for the committee to decide. 
In other words, if the Chair makes a ruling on an objection to relevancy or 
pertinency, that is appealable to the committee; and it is the province of the com- 
mittee to ultimately rule under the House Rules as to those kinds of objections. 

Thank you very much. 
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Ms. Comstock. This morning I will be asking you questions concerning the sub- 
ject matter of this investigation. If you don’t understand a question, please say so 
and I will repeat or rephrase so you understand the question. 

The reporter will be taking down everything you say and will make a written 
record of the deposition. It is important you give verbal, audible answers because 
the reporter cannot record what a nod of the head or other gesture may mean. 

If you can’t hear me, please say so and I will repeat the question or have the re- 
porter read back the question to you. 

I would ask that you wait until I finish each question before answering and I will 
wait until you finish your answer before I ask the next question so that we don’t 
end up going over each other in the record. 

Your testimony is being taken under oath this morning as if we were in court, 
and it will be assumed you understood the question and the answer was intended 
to be responsive to it. 

Are there any questions you have about those matters? 

The Witness. No. 

Ms. Comstock. Are you here voluntarily this morning or as a result of the sub- 
poena? 

Mr. Dennis. Well, voluntarily. 

I’m sorry. You are here voluntarily. 

The Witness. I am here voluntarily. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Okay. If we can get started. Just give your full name for the record. 

Answer. Margaret Williams. 

Question. And I am going to skip over what we have gone through before on pre- 
vious depositions. I am going to skip over the usual sort of background, if that is 
okay? 

Answer. I appreciate it. 

Question. Okay. Could you just update us, though, on when you left the White 
House? 

Answer. May 3rd, 1997. 

Question. And where are you currently working? 

Answer. In my home, packing boxes. 

Question. Have you been asked by the White House counsel or anybody else at 
the White House to collect documents for any of the subpoenas or document re- 
quests from this committee? 

Answer. Yes, I was asked by my counsel to — in response to a letter he received 
from the committee to check personal materials to see if they were things that were 
responsive. 

Question. All right. And are you aware of document reviews being done in your 
offices at the White House? 

Answer. I assume so. Generally, White House counsel does that. 

Question. And who was in charge in particular in gathering documents from the 
First Lady’s office? 

Answer. I am sorry. I do not. 

Question. Do you know, in general, that there has been a person designated in 
the First Lady’s office to assist the White House Counsel’s Office in gathering docu- 
ments? 

Answer. Depending upon the request — depending upon the request and the area, 
it would differ. White House counsel in the past goes through phone records, goes 
through — I mean, they physically do it. 

Question. Could you describe how you have kept your records — how you kept your 
records while you were at the White House? 

Answer. How I kept them? 

Question. What kind of files — if you had correspondence files, phone logs, the type 
of different things that you maintained routinely. 

Answer. Routinely, exactly that — correspondence, phone messages, schedules, 
news clips, subject files, foreign trip files — I can’t remember — speech files. I mean, 
the whole compliment of files that might be in an office. 

Question. And who maintained those files generally in your office? 

Answer. Evan Ryan, generally; interns at other times, volunteers. It has varied. 

Question. Did you routinely keep correspondence that were sent to you then? You 
said alphabetic files or chronological files? 

Answer. Depending on what it was. I was not a very good file keeper. Depending 
on what — on the area, it might be chron or it might be alphabetic. On a foreign trip 
file, for instance, I probably did that by chron and, inside that, alphabetically. On 
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correspondence files, chron or alphabetically, although we had a different file for 
health care correspondence, for instance. So it just — I mean, kind of whatever the 
particular issue was, whatever was easiest to get to is how we kept them. 

Question. Do you know, on the foreign trip files, was that when the First Lady 
went on a foreign trip? 

Answer. Well, actually, it was when I did a pre-advance for the foreign trip. Most 
of the official records for her trip would be kept in the scheduling office. I tried hard 
never to actually duplicate any file. If I thought somebody else had them someplace, 
I usually did not keep them. 

But in the foreign trip file, for instance, it would be the pre-advance. It would be 
all of the things that we looked at. It would be my recommendations of what she 
should do, perhaps the Secret Service recommendations, that kind of thing. More 
preparatory. 

Question. Would that include people who wanted to go on those trips or be in- 
volved in those trips, correspondence you may have gotten about requests to be in- 
volved? 

Answer. Generally, on her trips on the plane, there was only press that was car- 
ried with her on trips. There wouldn’t be — I am sure there were people who wanted 
to go; but, as a general rule, I didn’t get correspondence about who wanted to go. 
That might fall under more, you know, substantively who wanted to go. I didn’t gen- 
erally get those kinds of requests. 

Question. While you were at the White House, beginning last fall when revela- 
tions about John Huang and some of these fund-raising issues first came to light, 
did anyone from the counsel’s office come to your office or send any kind of memos 
asking you to collect documents pertaining to any particular individuals? 

Answer. I am sure they did. 

Question. Do you recall any memos that were sent around by the counsel’s office? 

Mr. Ballen. Can we have a time frame on this? 

Ms. Comstock. Starting last fall. 

Mr. Ballen. Before the subpoenas were issued by the committee? 

Ms. Comstock. Actually, this committee initially made requests under the pre- 
vious chairman in October of 1996 — in November of 1996. I believe the counsel’s of- 
fice did. I mean, we received — and I won’t play hide the ball with you here. We did 
receive information that they were starting to request documents back there, and 
some memos went out. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. What I am trying to get a sense of is your familiarity with that and 
what actions may have been taken, particularly in the First Lady’s office, in re- 
sponse to those. 

Answer. Although I can’t tell you specifically what memos were sent and at what 
time, I do remember a series of, it seems to me, a series of memos that were sent 
asking for information about John Huang, about the Riadys and two or three other 
names that I wasn’t necessarily familiar with. 

Generally, when that happens in our office, we would send a copy of that to every- 
body. But, generally, counsel’s office is fairly good at making certain that the entire 
place was papered. And then there would be a deadline; and then there would be 
someone who would follow up from the counsel’s office to say, have you looked here? 
Have you looked here? What have you got? Please send it to us. 

That was the routine. Although I can’t remember a specific date, that was our 
routine based on past requests that we had had. 

Question. And do you know, in fact, if your office did begin providing documents, 
when they did begin providing documents? 

Answer. I would say that, in general, that we in my office were very responsive. 
So if there were documents that were requested, they were turned over to the White 
House Counsel’s Office. 

Question. Okay. Now if you had documents, for example, with — that were from 
’93 or ’94 that may have been responsive, would those have already been cataloged 
and filed away in another room or office? 

Answer. No, probably not. Probably not. 

Question. They probably still would have been maintained? 

Answer. They probably would have been maintained within the office at that 
point. Although, I mean, ’93, ’94 — I mean, it would depend. I mean, it would depend 
on what was there, if we still had them. 

Question. And so while you have been there, you have not — I mean, prior to your 
leaving in May, you didn’t box up any particular areas of things you were working 
in and move them out? 
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Answer. Yes, I did box some. What I did was to leave the — in the office, because 
most of them I thought might be continuous files and people would want to work 
off of them. 

Question. I’m sorry, are you talking about when you left 

Answer. Right. 

Question. I am talking about before you left, while you were there, if — you started 
January 20, 1993? 

Answer. Right. 

Question. Then you left in May of this year? 

Answer. Right. 

Question. Prior to leaving, had you had occasion to box up any of your correspond- 
ence or — if it had been anyplace before you left? 

Answer. Right. 

Question. Besides your office? 

Answer. I didn’t myself box up. I know that after the health care project that we 
did box health care files and I guess move them to wherever the files go in the 
White House, I assume record management. I am not intimately familiar with that. 
I would probably say, you can box up the health care files or, you know 

Question. Okay. I would like to discuss with you while you were at the White 
House any DNC employees that you had working with you in the First Lady’s office 
in particular, if you recall that and how that came about? 

Answer. I don’t recall that I did have any DNC employees working in the First 
Lady’s office. 

Question. On health care matters or anything like that? 

Answer. No, the DNC actually had a health care campaign that was based at the 
DNC, that was based at the DNC, so they had their own project and their own staff- 
ing. And, obviously, around substantive issues, we would confer with them, but I 
really don’t know of DNC staff working on health care at the White House. 

Question. Any DNC interns, anything like that that you recall. 

Mr. Ballen. Working in the First Lady’s office? 

The Witness. Oh, working in the First Lady’s office. I can’t recall. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Or working on health care matters in general, maybe not physically lo- 
cated in the First Lady’s office. 

Mr. Ballen. Your question is not whether there are any DNC employees working 
on health care matters but whether they are working at the White House or the 
First Lady’s office. 

Ms. Comstock. I am really asking if she is familiar with DNC employees working 
at the White House. You know, why don’t I go ahead 

The Witness. I do know there were DNC employees who worked at the White 
House. I do not know of any who worked on health care or specifically in my office. 
I can’t — I mean, I can’t recall. 

Ms. Comstock. Let me show the witness CGRO-11946, which is a document we 
received from Mr. Ickes; and it is pertaining to DNC personnel related to White 
House support. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. I am directing your attention to the first area. Sara Grote worked in 
the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. Actually, she worked in advance and scheduling, but she was detailed to 
work on First Lady issues. 

Question. All right. And do you recall how that came about? 

Answer. No, I really don’t, because it was done — she actually worked for advance 
and scheduling. 

Question. Do you recall if you were involved in any discussions about having DNC 
employees work at the White House? 

Answer. No, I was not. 

Question. Directing your attention to the section that says health care media cam- 
paign staff, it has about six names there. Did you work with any of those folks on 
health care matters? 

Answer. Dwight Holton, I recognize; and Barbara Woolley I recognize. Jon-Chris- 
topher Bua, I recognize, but I believe that he worked at the DNC. 

Question. That is B-U-A, Jon-Christopher Bua? 

Answer. The only other person here that I recognize as working at the White 
House is Barbara Woolley, and I believe she worked for public liaison. I was not 
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aware until after media reports that she actually was — she actually worked for the 
DNC. 

Question. Okay. And your testimony is that you don’t recall any discussions about 
having DNC employees work at the White House or any matters related to that? 

Answer. No. I do recall press reports about this. 

Question. Referring to press reports this year? 

Answer. Yes. I don’t know if it was this year, but — I don’t know if it was this year 
or last year. I can’t really speak to that. But with the exception of Barbara Woolley, 
who I thought worked for public liaison, I thought these people — some I don’t recog- 
nize, but others I thought worked at the DNC. 

Ms. Comstock. Okay. We will make that Deposition Exhibit 1. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-1 was marked for identification.] 

[Note. — All exhibits referred to can be found at end of deposi- 
tion.] 

Ms. Comstock. And this is EOF 59044. It is a document received from the White 
House, which I believe is a message pad kept at your office; and there is a phone 
message here attached from May 22nd. It doesn’t indicate the year on here, but it 
is very difficult to read on the first page, but I believe it may be ’95. But I think 
we can all agree it is hard to read, so it could be ’93, ’94 or ’95. 

Answer. Where does ’95 

Question. I’m sorry. On the front page there. That is the message pad it was from. 

We could try to further clarify. I don’t want to make any representations on the 
record, but here it is. When we tried to highlight that and figure that out, ’95 is 
our best bet. 

But I think it’s a message to Maggie from Adam in Leon Panetta’s office. It is 
regarding a meeting from the Chief of Staff Office, re: DNC Employees Working at 
the White House. 

Now as we have discussed, it is difficult to read the year, but I am wondering 
if you recall anything in ’95, in general, any issues around May of ’95 regarding 
White House employees 

Answer. No. 

Question [continuing]. Working at the White House you may have discussed with 
Mr. Panetta? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Comstock. Okay. I will make that Deposition Exhibit No. 2. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-2 was marked for identification.] 

Mr. Ballen. Would you like the additional staff identified for the record? 

Ms. Comstock. We have Mr. McLaughlin here this morning and Mr. Bossie. 

Mr. Dennis. Who is who? 

Ms. Comstock. Mr. McLaughlin is Minority staff; Mr. Bossie is Majority. 

I will show the witness two different documents here: CRGO 1670, a memo to 
Martha Phipps that I received from Mr. Ickes; and this is a second memorandum 
of May 5, 1994, to Ann Cahill from Martha Phipps, EOP 36287 through 88. 

Both of these memos begin by saying, in order to reach our very aggressive goal 
of $40 million this year, it would be very helpful if we could coordinate the following 
activities between the White House and the Democratic National Committee. I am 
reading from the May 5, 1994, memo. The earlier — well, actually, there isn’t a date 
on the initial one. We have other copies of this. It does have a fax date on it of 
March of ’94. 

Mr. Ballen. Mr. Dennis, would you like a copy as well? 

Mr. Dennis. That would be helpful. Thank you. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Actually, the first paragraph, on the earlier memo, says to Martha 
Phipps — just discusses coordinating the following activities. The second memo dis- 
cusses coordinating the following activities between the White House and the Demo- 
cratic National Committee. 

I will just ask if you are familiar with either of these documents? 

Answer. No, I am not. 

Question. Do you know who Ann Cahill is? 

Answer. She worked in the political division of the White House. 

Question. And that would be — with whom did she work then? Who would be her 
direct supervisor? 

Answer. Oh, Harold Ickes. 
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Question. She was in the Deputy Chief of Staff office? 

Answer. No, in the political division, it would be one of the divisions that Harold 
as Deputy Chief of Staff was the liaison to. 

Question. So she was in the political division, and the political division was an 
area Mr. Ickes was in charge of? 

Answer. Yes, that is correct. 

Question. And do you know who Martha Phipps is? 

Answer. Martha Phipps worked at the DNC. 

Question. All right. And did you have occasion to interact with Miss Phipps? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And could you describe what those interactions generally were? 

Answer. A broad range of issues, usually having to do with Mrs. Clinton’s sched- 
ule for the DNC. 

Question. Is that all? 

Answer. Well, there would be different kinds of events. A lot of times they would 
involve her traveling or standing in as a speaker somewhere. I mean, it could be 
any kind of event; but, generally, it was Martha trying to get her to do the event 
or trying to get on her schedule. 

Question. And Miss Phipps worked for David Wilhelm in the Chief of Staff office 
at the DNC, is that correct? 

Answer. I know she worked for David Wilhelm. I wasn’t quite sure how they were 
organized. 

Question. Do you recall at or around sometime in the spring or summer of 1994 
any discussions about utilizing — coordinating activities between the White House 
and DNC to raise $40 million or to raise any amount of money? 

Answer. I could not tell you of any specific conversations, but I would say that 
there definitely was. Especially around the areas of scheduling, that it was impor- 
tant that, from my vantage point, that Mrs. Clinton be available to do fund-raising 
events for the DNC and that it was very important to coordinate her schedule so 
she could do that. 

Question. Okay. The memo here particularly discusses utilizing things at the 
White House such as Air Force One trips. White House private dinner, spots at 
White House events, the White House mess, Kennedy Center tickets, photo opportu- 
nities in the fund-raising effort. Do you recall generally discussing utilizing any of 
these sort of perks at the White House in connection with fund-raising? 

Answer. Quite frankly, not necessarily in connection with fund-raising. 

Our office, which had a great deal to do with being the welcoming office or wel- 
coming at the White House — because of Mrs. Clinton’s role as national hostess, we 
were always concerned that we have a broad range of people at any of the dinners, 
any of the events, and that would also include contributors. 

Question. But, again, returning to this memo which is discussing — maybe if you 
want to take a chance to review it. The second memo has 19 items and contact peo- 
ple to apparently coordinate between the White House and the DNC. The initial 
memo only had 10 items. Maybe if we could focus on the second memo with the 19 
items. 

Mr. Ballen. I want to note for the record, you say initial memo. There is no date 
on the memo. 

Ms. Comstock. We have received other copies that do have a March of ’94 date. 
This copy does not. That is correct. 

The Witness. Yes, she is looking at this one. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And directing your attention on this second memo, EOP 36287 through 
88, number 16, it says, one lunch with the First Lady per month, contact Maggie 
Williams. 

Answer. That would be a scheduling issue, and I would hope that they would con- 
tact me or contact the schedule of Patti Solis. 

Question. Did you have generally any effort at the White House to arrange one 
lunch per month with donors to the DNC? 

Answer. Actually, I don’t believe that we did one lunch. I don’t think that the one 
lunch issue ever came up. 

I do know that what we did try and schedule was a list of DNC contributors as 
well as DNC political people, issue coffees, for Mrs. Clinton at the White House. So 
I do not know of one lunch with the First Lady per month. 

And I am sorry, just based on this list — now there could have been — I don’t know 
if they meant individual donors, but certainly we tried to do a Women’s Democratic 
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Leadership Fund lunch at least once a month. I mean, I am sure we did. So I tried 
to be as helpful as possible with respect to the schedule at the request. 

Mr. Ballen. Have you ever seen this document before? 

The Witness. No. 

Mr. Ballen. Did you ever have any specific discussions about this document? 

The Witness. No. 

Ms. Comstock. Well 

Mr. Ballen. Well, it is unclear from the record. 

The Witness. No, I did not. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Did you ever have any discussions — this memo is discussing in order to 
reach a very aggressive goal of $40 million this year — this year being 1994 — talking 
about coordinating particular activities that are listed here, 19 of them, with contact 
people. Did you ever have any general discussions with anybody about how this 
lunch with the First Lady would be part of a general fund-raising effort in 1994? 

Answer. I absolutely knew that we would be helping the DNC to raise money and 
that scheduling the First Lady for lunches, for fund raisers, for like activities was 
something that we should consider when we looked at her agenda and her schedule, 
because raising money for the Democratic National Committee was an important 
thing to do. 

Question. And when — would Martha Phipps, if she had somebody to schedule it, 
would she call you? 

Answer. More than likely, she would call Patti Solis, Mrs. Clinton’s scheduler. 
And, actually, we had a much better process than that. The first call would go to 
the political division as a part of what they would present as, you know, an agenda 
or what they would be interested in. Then it would go to Mrs. Clinton’s schedule 
to be sorted through as a request, as other requests for her schedule. 

If there were a particular difficulty with respect to timing, then I might be called 
in. Martha Phipps might call me. Or if there was an event where there needed to 
be an immediate substitute, then I would be called to see if Mrs. Clinton could fill 
in, especially around issues of traveling, which were much more difficult, would in- 
volve much more. 

Question. So the process would be Miss Phipps would call somebody in the polit- 
ical office, someone like Mr. Sosnik or Miss Hancox 

Answer. Someone in the political office. 

Question [continuing]. And make this request for we want somebody from the 
DNC, a donor or whoever wants them to be able to have lunch with the First Lady. 
Would they provide some kind of memo on who this was? 

Answer. If it got that far. I don’t remember really individual lunches that she had 
with donors. For the most part, I remember that she did, you know, kind of major 
crowd events, smallest kind of thing being the coffees, which were 15 or 16 people. 

Question. Okay. And so 15 or 16 was the smallest type of group that you recall 
that would be organized? 

Mr. Ballen. Can we have a time frame? You are still talking about 1994 or in 
general? 

The Witness. Well, I guess I am talking in general. 

Mr. Dennis. The last election? 

The Witness. I am just talking generally. Because, I mean, from, you know, 1993 
on my office’s view was that Mrs. Clinton’s time would be divided in a number of 
categories. 

There would be the substantive agenda that she was interested in, there would 
be her role as the national hostess that she would be involved in, and there would 
be issues that have to do with the DNC or her husband’s role as the leader of the 
party. So we always were interested in being aggressive about making sure that all 
those different parts of a schedule were, you know, taken care of. 

Question. Particularly here, if we can sort of return to your — not necessarily the 
’94 time period but these type of events that are described here in the ’94 memo 
as, you know, having contact people to organize them. Why don’t we go through the 
process you described? It would go initially through the political office. Then it 
would come over to the scheduling office with some type of memo or paper from the 
political division. 

Mr. Ballen. I am going to have to object. She has been testifying generally, and 
you keep referring back to the memo she says she is not familiar with. If you want 
to ask her was there a specific process that resulted from the memo, fine, that she 
is not familiar with, or if you want to ask the general process for scheduling the 
First Lady’s time. 
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Ms. Comstock. If the witness doesn’t understand the question 

Mr. Ballen. The record is confused. I don’t understand the question. 

Mr. Dennis. I think that is a fair point. I mean, the memo she has not — as I un- 
derstand the record, the memo she has not seen. But on the subject matter of how 
her office dealt with lunches or events like that in which contributors might be in- 
vited or have a fund-raising purpose, I think she described generally what that was. 
But she in no way ties that into this memo or any specific conversation she had 
about, you know, one lunch per month as reflected in the memo. 

Ms. Comstock. If we could let the witness testify to that, I would also like to gen- 
erally discuss the process — the general process of separately using the memo as a 
reference point. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And I think you made clear your knowledge or lack of — of the particular 
memo, but I would like to discuss this process that you described going from the 
political office to the scheduling office. 

Answer. Okay. Can I just step back for a moment? Because maybe I can provide 
a little bit of clarification and make it clear. 

I am familiar with the idea of a White House event called the Jazzfest or the Rose 
Garden ceremony or official — I am familiar with these things as part and parcel of 
what it is the White House does. I would never need a memo like this to say that 
when you are thinking about an event at the White House and invitations to that 
event that contributors should also be considered in the body of people that you 
want to have. 

When we have a White House dinner, for instance, we want to make sure that 
congressional people are invited. We want to make sure that contributors are in- 
vited. We want to make sure that the media people are invited. And then we — you 
know, so we want to look across every category. 

And I think what I was sa3dng to you, that from my standpoint and given the 
office that I worked in, I would never need a memo like this that would suggest 
to me that contributors, as well as the other categories that we looked at in terms 
of people, should be included in any event that we had at the White House. 

Now with respect to your second question, which has to do with a process, there 
was a process not only for having invitations sent for contributors, but there was 
a process at the White House for having congressional participation in events. There 
was a process for making sure that women were invited to things. There was a proc- 
ess for making sure that we looked across the United States regionally. It would 
be nothing to suggest — to look at a list or say do we have anybody at all from the 
south coming to this. 

So by virtue of the kind of work that we were involved in in the First Lady’s of- 
fice — and I can speak to that more so than, I don’t know, the political office — we 
would never need a memo like this to suggest that we aggressively include contribu- 
tors as part of our category of invitations. 

And so there was a process. The process was if the DNC was interested in having 
Mrs. Clinton do something or scheduling her, they would go to the political office. 
The political office would generally make a recommendation to us, I assume, based 
on whatever factors they use or criteria. 

In the same way that if we were having some kind of dinner and the Congres- 
sional Office would come to us, they would get requests from the Hill. Those re- 
quests would come to the Congressional Office. The Congressional Office would 
make recommendations, based on whatever criteria they had, to us to say these peo- 
ple, it makes sense, public liaison. These were parallel, from my standpoint, al- 
though I do not know the criteria that each division was working on. But these were 
parallel kind of processes for feeding in to any of the things that we had to deal 
with, including Mrs. Clinton’s schedule. So that speaks generally to that. 

Question. Okay. And when the scheduling request came in, say for a donor, do 
you recall any memos that described this person as a DNC donor, they’ve given X 
amount? Or these group of people are all donors, they’re trustees, or whatever they 
are, we would like to arrange a lunch with the First Lady? 

Answer. Yeah, at some point. If the event was accepted, at some point, certainly, 
once, again, like for any other event that we would have, there would be, you know, 
this is a guest list for this. This person, you know, is an artist who works at such 
and such, this person is a contributor for the DNC, this person sits on a foreign af- 
fairs committee of such and such. There would be something that would say 

Question. Some type of briefing paper that would tell the First Lady who she’s 
sitting down with and going to lunch with? 
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Answer. Yeah, more than likely. It would be not a briefing, but there would cer- 
tainly be a list with a notation. If it got to the point that it was accepted, then you 
could work on a list. But otherwise, what you were taking essentially in the process 
was the recommendation from the office that this made sense to do. And once you 
kind of got to that threshold, then everything normally would follow — would follow. 

Question. And were you involved in making recommendations one way or the 
other on any of these? 

Answer. Sometimes I made recommendations, yes. 

Question. And like you said, Ms. Phipps would come directly to you if there was 
a scheduling issue? 

Answer. Generally, if there was some difficulty. Because, like I said before, in our 
office, very early on it was clear to me and clear to us that in terms of balancing 
Mrs. Clinton’s schedule that there were a number of areas that she would be a par- 
ticipant in. And so I had laid a framework for the people who worked for me that 
these were the areas that must be considered when we were doing scheduling. 
These were the areas. Just like substantively, these were the areas we are inter- 
ested in. 

We generally don’t do environmental events, so you know that we don’t have to 
put those down. We generally do events that have to do with child health. We gen- 
erally do events that the DNC requests, and we have a special interest in doing 
events where women are concerned. So that people had a general view of the kinds 
of things we were feeding into our schedule. 

So if that process didn’t work for us in any area, I would get a call from the “Mar- 
tha Phipps of the world,” or the, you know, the other person or the other person. 
So I tried to be there when there was a difficulty or if it involved an extraordinary 
amount of energy. For instance, pick up tomorrow night and go to Kansas, then 
someone would contact me and say, we need your involvement in this. 

Question. Were you ever aware at any time of the President or the First Lady 
complaining that donors hadn’t been given enough involvement or attention in 
terms of getting them to the White House for various events? 

Answer. Donors? 

Question. DNC donors. 

Answer. Not in particular donors. This is on the record, and not to be released, 
but they complained that we never had enough people coming to the White House, 
of just regular people coming to the White House. 

Question. Not enough overnights? 

Answer. They couldn’t have enough people come, because coming to the White 
House was a huge deal for people. And they knew that. And so, I mean, you know, 
it would be, you know — we would push to get 50 more kids in, even though it didn’t 
make any sense to us in terms of arrangements. 

Yes, they complained that we didn’t get enough people in the White House. Which 
is why in terms of just visitors we almost tripled the amount of visitors that came 
through the White House. It was a big deal for them to have people inside the White 
House. 

Question. I’m showing you a document. It is a Washington Post article and there 
is not a date on it. It’s EOP 52397. The body of the document discusses fund-rais- 
ing — directing your attention to the circled area — yes, and I believe that’s the way 
we received it, the copy you have. It says. Democratic sources said that despite the 
DNC’s success in raising money in 1993, the party’s several million dollars in debt 
and one Democrat described, quote, “turmoil in the donor community,” end quote, 
because of hard feelings among major contributors who have complained that they 
have been ignored by the Clinton White House. 

Mr. Dennis. What was the date of this? I’m sorry; I missed that. 

Ms. Comstock. Well, it doesn’t have a date on it. I believe given it is talking 
about fund-raising in ’94 — I mean ’93. It is sometime after ’93, it could be ’94 or 
’95. It is somewhat unclear on the article. This is a document we received from the 
White House. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you recall anything about in ’94, ’95, any discussion about turmoil 
in the donor community because people felt there hadn’t been enough donors at the 
White House? 

Answer. No. Turmoil in the donor community? I — I’ve worked in politics for 20 
years. I’ve never lived in a period where there hasn’t been turmoil in the donor com- 
munity. 

Question. Okay. Do you recognize the handwriting that’s on the right of that docu- 
ment? 
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Answer. Right here? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. Looks like the President’s handwriting. Although he usually signs things 
“BC,” so I don’t know. 

Question. On the side of the article it reads, Mack, what’s this about? Who’s been 
ignored? Let’s nail down the specifics. We sure gave them — and then it’s just a line 
and then it’s signed B. 

Answer. I don’t 

Mr. Dennis. Before the record, I don’t know whether I misheard you, but as I 
read this, the article is not a complaint about donors coming to the White House. 
It just says, have been ignored by the Clinton White House. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Yes, that’s why I’m wondering if you ever had any discussion with the 
First Lady or the President about donors being ignored. 

Answer. No. 

Mr. Ballen. Your answer was no? 

The Witness. No, not donors specifically. As I said in my earlier answer, they 
complained about not having enough people in the White House, period. 

Ms. Comstock. I’ll make that Deposition Exhibit No. 3. And we still are review- 
ing the other two memos that we have not made exhibits. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-3 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. I guess returning to the May 5th, 1994, memo, do you know Ann Stock? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And her job is social secretary at the White House; is that correct? 

Answer. Right. 

Question. She arranges various events at the White House? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of her working with the DNC in any way 
to reserve various spots as is described in this memo for things like six seats at 
White House private dinners, six to eight spots at all White House events? Her 
name is under the White House residence visits and overnight stays, item number 
7. Then guaranteed Kennedy Center tickets. And then the second page, 10 places 
per month at White House film showings, and then use of President’s box at the 
Warner Theater and at Wolf Trap. 

Mr. Ballen. Excuse me. The question is ambiguous. Are you asking the witness 
if she’s aware that Ann Stock may have done these kinds of activities or 

Ms. Comstock. What I’m asking 

Mr. Ballen. Can I finish, please? 

Ms. Comstock. I was asking the question. 

Mr. Ballen. But you are not allowing me to state my objection. 

Ms. Comstock. If the witness doesn’t understand the question 

Mr. Ballen. No, I am entitled to object. I’m sorry; under the rules. I’m going to 
object, whether you like it or not. The objection is 

Ms. Comstock. You’re objecting that you don’t understand the question? 

Mr. Ballen. I’m objecting — the question is unclear and ambiguous, and I’m ob- 
jecting to the form of the question. It is unclear and ambiguous. It is asking two 
different things and I am objecting to the question and I am going to state my objec- 
tion. 

The objection is — is the question is the witness aware of particular activities as 
described that might have been part of Ann Stock’s duties, or whether Ann Stock 
was, as this memo seems to suggest — in order to reach our aggressive fund-raising 
of over $40 million — was specifically providing White House residence visits and 
overnight stays to contributors in order to reach this specific fund-raising goals? 
There are two distinct questions. It is not clear what the witness is being asked. 
I object to the question. 

Mr. Dennis. Can we have the question reread, please? 

[The reporter read back as requested.] 

Mr. Dennis. Do you want to take it one at a time? 

Ms. Comstock. Yeah, if we want to do it one at a time. 

examination by ms. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Are you aware of her working on — first of all, generally, were you aware 
of Ms. Stock setting aside these type of items for DNC donors? 
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Answer. I am not aware of her setting — first of all, let me just say that this memo 
from Martha Phipps to me — and I may be reading into it — looks like Martha Phipps’ 
wish list. And it suggests to me she doesn’t really have a good knowledge, based 
on some items here, of who actually is a contact for them or not. 

And I state that because while I’m well aware that White House private dinners 
and White House events are in the purview of the White House secretary, and pos- 
sibly film showings, some of these other things, it is news to me that she is the con- 
tact person for them. 

Question. Okay. And what items are those? 

Answer. I didn’t know that she was the contact person for White House residence 
visits and overnight stays or guaranteed Kennedy Center tickets at least one month 
in advance. I’m not quite sure how that’s done. 

I also don’t think that — I’m not sure — but I’m not sure the President has a box 
at the Warner Theater. I know he does at the Kennedy Center, but I’m not sure 
he does at the Warner Theater. And I do not know what our access would be at 
Wolf Trap. I can only remember, quite frankly, one event — and I’m not the source 
of the Wolf Trap tickets, but I could only imagine one event where either the Presi- 
dent or the First Lady ever went to Wolf Trap. 

So with respect to all these other things, I can’t speak to them because I never 
knew that they were Ann’s responsibilities or I didn’t think so. And some of them, 
I think, don’t even exist as — as items. 

But with respect to White House events as some mentioned here. Jazz Fest, Rose 
Garden, whatever, did Ann reserve places for the DNC? To be accurate, I would say 
she did not reserve places. Did Ann make certain that DNC contributors were in- 
vited, as she made certain that other groups and categories were? I would say abso- 
lutely. She considered contributors important people and people who should be a 
part of White House events, yes. 

Question. And would she get this list of those people from the DNC, then? 

Answer. Yeah, she would get a recommended — yeah, she would get a list. Uh-huh. 

Question. And would that again come through the political office to her? 

Answer. I think when — in the best of all conditions when it was working, yes, I 
think so. 

Question. And what would be the other conditions? 

Answer. The other conditions would be what you have a lot of in the White House, 
where people who call in and say, I’m a big contributor, there’s an event at the 
White House, I need to come. Or I sit on the committee of such and such. I need 
to be at the state dinner. Or I do work — and so you would get those kinds of calls 
of people that you might not necessarily know about and then they would go back 
to whatever division handled that group. 

So if it was a political person, it would go back to political. If it was congressional, 
it would go back to congressional. If it was a constituency group, it would go back 
to public liaison. And that’s how it would get around. 

Question. And if Ms. Stock was getting information about particular donors for 
private dinners, would that again be memoed from somebody? I mean, if it was a 
private dinner in the residence with 8 or 10 people, would the President and First 
Lady be briefed on who these people were and who was coming to dinner in the 
private residence? 

Answer. You would have to ask her. I don’t know what her 

Question. What her practices were? 

Answer. Yeah. 

Question. But that would all be handled by Ann Stock, those arrangements for 
private dinners? 

Answer. In conjunction with 

Question. The various offices? 

Answer [continuing]. Whatever various offices. Right. 

Question. All right. So you didn’t have any involvement, then, or input into who 
was having private dinners at the White House at various events? That went 
through the various offices through Ann Stock? 

Answer. Yeah, generally, but then there would be times when I would be asked 
for suggestions or recommendations of people, depending on what the event was. 
And if I had them, I would give them. 

Question. But is it your understanding that usually when these people would go, 
that somebody would brief the President and the First Lady on who it was that was 
coming for dinner? 

Answer. Right, yeah. Generally, there would have to be a list and they would have 
to go through security. 
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Question. And you had said the White House residence visits and overnight stays, 
which is number 7 here, contact Ann Stock, it was your understanding that Ann 
Stock was not the contact for that? 

Answer. Yeah, I thought it was — I thought it was — since it was their house — 
when you are talking about the White House residence visits, you know — a lot has 
been made about the Lincoln bedroom. The Lincoln bedroom actually is a guest bed- 
room in the President’s residence. The President has two floors and so it would be 
like, you know, if you wake up in the morning and you’ve got your bath robe on, 
who is ever in that room is likely to see you because it’s at your house. 

So the residence visits were recommended by, you know, all kinds of people. In- 
cluding political people, including DNC people, and I think that a decision would 
be in some ways a family decision. I mean, does this work out this night? You know, 
it was a little bit different than someone coming to the Blue Room and having din- 
ner. 

Question. Do you know the people who were involved in arranging the residence 
overnights? 

Answer. I would imagine the same residence staff that has been there forever, the 
Usher’s Office. 

Question. I mean in particular, the people on the First Lady’s staff or the Presi- 
dent’s staff who were involved in that? 

Answer. Well, we didn’t really have anything to do with the residence visits, un- 
less we had made — unless we had made a suggestion and it was family or some- 
thing. We had very little to do with the residence visits. 

Ms. Comstock. Okay. Since we are discussing a few different documents here, 
and I’m going to also introduce another one here, I would like to go ahead and make 
the first Martha Phipps memo, the undated one here — but we believe it is March 
’94 — make that deposition Exhibit 4. Make the May 5th, 1994, Phipps memo, deposi- 
tion number 5 that we have been discussing. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-4 was marked for identification.] 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-5 was marked for identification.] 

Ms. Comstock. And we will continue. And then we have a document that I’m 
showing the witness CGRO-1569 through 1570. It’s dated January 5th, 1993, memo 
to Nancy Hernreich from Terry McAuliffe, national finance chairman. This is gen- 
erally the “Start Overnights Right Away” memo that’s been in the press over, you 
know, the past 8, 9 months or so. 

I believe as the record printed, the date has been indicated January 5th, ’93, was 
an incorrect date on here and that people — there is various speculation on whether 
it is 1995 or 1994. So I won’t represent what it is, but I think it was probably not 
’93 is I think the general consensus. 

But at any rate, this discusses Carolyn Huber and the First Lady being involved 
in the overnights generally. I believe at the top of the memo it says, Mr. President, 
do you want me to pursue number one with Billy? It may be cut off on your copy. 
It is a little on mine. Number two, which was the overnights was with HRC and 
Carolyn, which I believe is Carolyn Huber, is what has been indicated. And number 
three, was handle, run it by Harold, I think is what was on the original. We have 
a cutoff version of this document. I’m sorry. 

This is a document received from Mr. Ickes back in February of this year and it 
talked about getting people to stay, you know, who was going to handle overnights, 
referring to — the President’s handwriting is on the second page, CGRO-1570, which 
says, yes, pursue all three and promptly and get other names at 100,000 or more, 
50,000 or more. And then that was cc’d to Harold, Leon Panetta, and Webster — 
which I believe was Billy Webster, and then it reads. Ready to start overnights right 
away. Give me the top 10 lists right away together with the 150 over. 

Does that refresh your recollection — actually in the first page, number two, as to 
whether the First Lady and Carolyn Huber were involved in overnights? 

Mr. Ballen. I am going to object that in the question you said that it was the 
President’s handwriting. If you want to ask the witness whether she recognizes it 
as such, but to the extent that the question assumes a fact not in evidence 

Ms. Comstock. I believe the President and the White House and everyone else 
has indicated that it is his handwriting. But if you would like to identify it for the 
record, that is fine. We could drag it out for the witness longer. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And I apologize. Would you like to identify the handwriting on the sec- 
ond page, CGRO-1570, and if you recognize the handwriting on the right that I 
have just read and indicated was the President, do you recognize that as the Presi- 
dent’s handwriting? 
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Answer. Okay. Which are we looking at? This? 

Question. The handwriting on the right. 

Mr. Dennis. This right here, yeah. 

The Witness. This? It could be. I really don’t — I mean, I have seen this document 
in the newspaper. I can’t personally identify 

Mr. Dennis. The handwriting? 

The Witness. — the handwriting. It could be. These both look the same. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Has anyone at the White House — -you have seen press reports on this 
document and this whole issue of the President writing “start overnights right 
away”? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. Have you had any indications from anyone at the White House that the 
document that became public and was in the newspaper was not the President’s 
handwriting on that document? Has anyone ever told you that at the White House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you have any reason to believe that “start overnights right away” 
wasn’t the President’s handwriting? Has anyone ever told you anything, like he got 
a bum rap? That’s not his handwriting on the “start overnights right away” docu- 
ment? 

Answer. To be frank. I’ve only read press reports. I’ve read what the press reports 
have said. I have never discussed this memo with anyone at the White House, nor 
have I ever seen the actual memo or a copy of the actual memo until now. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. Outside of press reports. 

Ms. Comstock. And it has been — I will for the record say that it has been identi- 
fied by the White House as the President’s handwriting, if the Minority would like 
us to have the President certify in some way that this officially is his hand- 
writing — 

Mr. Ballen. That’s enough. We have a deposition where we are asking the wit- 
ness questions. I thought that was the purpose of it. Not to engage in other — you 
asked the witness a question, does she know the document? Is she familiar with the 
handwriting? Did she have any discussions? It should be simple 

Ms. Comstock. Well, I’m not mischaracterizing this document as being the Presi- 
dent’s handwriting. 

Mr. Ballen. I didn’t say you were mischaracterizing. I said there was no evidence 
in the record from this witness that it is. That’s all. 

Mr. Dennis. I think from my client’s standpoint, I mean, I understand your ques- 
tion to be that, you know, you are representing that that’s the President’s hand- 
writing and that would be the basis for, you know, the question that you really want 
to get to. And you can — you understand what I’m saying in terms of what is being 
represented? 

The Witness. Yeah. 

Mr. Dennis. Okay. You’re not testifying that this is his handwriting, but it is 
being represented that it is as a part of another question. And I ^ess the question 
is — what is that other question? I’ve kind of forgotten, because it was buried in a 
question that was really going to another point, I believe. 

The Witness. Okay. 

Mr. Dennis. Do you want to repeat? 

Ms. Comstock. I’m sorry; we probably lost track here a little of what the question 
was. I think initially I had asked if this document in general refreshed your recollec- 
tion as to whether the First Lady and Carolyn Huber were the people involved in 
scheduling the overnights. 

Mr. Dennis. That’s the question. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. I think you may have already answered, but just so we can go back and 
make the record clear now. 

Answer. Yes, I know that Carolyn Huber was involved in the overnights. And as 
I said before, because these were overnights in the President’s home, it was a fam- 
ily — I assume a family decision, so the First Lady would be involved. 

Question. Okay. And do you have any knowledge, other knowledge about that 
process? 

Answer. No. 

Question. In terms of do you know lists were brought to them and they said 

Answer. No. 
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Question [continuing]. Checked off on Steven Spielberg or, you know, Mr. 

Answer. No. 

Question [continuing]. Rapoport or people like that? 

Answer. I’m not aware of that process. 

Question. But your general understanding is that because it was the family resi- 
dence, that the family 

Answer. I would assume so. 

Question [continuing]. To some degree was involved? 

Answer. I would assume so, yes. 

Ms. Comstock. I’ll make this Deposition Exhibit No. 6. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-6 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. This is a document from the White House numbered EOF 29074, which 
is titled, “Overnight guests in response to request.” It is not a dated memo, but it 
just has a list of names and indicates name and dates of stay. 

Have you ever seen this document before? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know — are you aware of anybody at the White House being 
asked to prepare a list of overnight guests who may have been donors? 

Answer. Prepare a list of overnight guests who may have been donors? 

Question. Uh-huh. 

Answer. No. 

Question. I would note for the record that some of the names that were on Deposi- 
tion Exhibit 6, the “start overnights right away” memo, which had listed the top 
10 supporters and had John Connelly, Carl Linder, Skip Hayward, Miguel Lausell, 
Arthur Coia, Finn Casperson, Paul Montrone, Larry Hawkins, Stan Shuman, and 
Ernie Greene, some of those names then in turn appear on this list. So I am not 
necessarily representing that this is a donor list, but actually I believe most of these 
names have — are identified in one way or another as donors and fund-raisers. But 
do you have any knowledge of any such list being prepared at the White House? 

Answer. A list of overnights for donors? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Comstock. I’ll make that Deposition Exhibit No. 7. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-7 was marked for identification.] 

Mr. Dennis. I think that her answer to the last question obviously does not in- 
clude what she may have read in the newspaper. 

Ms. Comstock. Sure, I understand. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And I think generally, I mean, if you do have knowledge, you know, that 
is only from the newspaper, you know, you can indicate. 

This is a memo of April 21st, 1994. It’s on White House stationery. It’s to Mark 
Middleton from Ann Stock. It was cc’d to Maggie Williams and Phil Lader. It was, 
re: potential guests. EOP 56609 through 56617. And it begins, the paragraph reads, 
“I think our meeting on Thursday was very productive. Thank you for bringing a 
list with you of key fund-raisers. It gives us an opportunity to see exactly who has 
been invited and who hasn’t. I had Helen run a check on the attached list.” Beside 
each name are four columns “invited” “accepted” “regretted” and “dinner.” 

And then the attached memo has uninvited list and has names of lists alphabeti- 
cally for numerous pages. And then has dollar amounts next to them in a column 
all the way down. 

Answer. These are the dollar amounts of what they’ve — of what they’ve given? 

Question. Well, I’m — it is — this memo says, “I had Helen run a check on the at- 
tached list.” Why don’t we start with, since the memo is cc’d to you, do you recall 
ever seeing this memo? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you recall ever having a meeting with Mark Middleton or Ann Stock 
about getting lists of key fundraisers for the purpose of getting them invited for 
White House events? 

Answer. I remember being in a meeting with Ann Stock and other people about 
lists in general and how we got them and gathered them from both the DNC, the 
DLC, the State chairs, you know, early friends, whatever. I remember being in a 
list — in a meeting that included Ann Stock and several other people about lists, and 
one of which lists was talked about was getting contributor lists. 

Question. Okay. And so this was a meeting at the White House? 
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Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you recall if Mark Middleton was involved in that meeting? 

Answer. No, I don’t believe that Mark was involved in that meeting. 

Question. Besides Ann Stock, do you recall any of the other people involved in the 
meeting? 

Answer. I think we had representatives from each of the divisions. I think some- 
body was there from public liaison. I’m a little confused by the dates because I 
thought there was another deputy, but maybe it was Phil Lader still. I don’t know 
who was deputy when. But I do remember a meeting about lists. 

Question. And could you just describe, you know, your full recollection of that 
meeting? 

Answer. It was basically trying to make sure that there was an organized way 
for people who were making recommendations for any event at the White House to 
get their list in, to get all the information that was needed to send them invitations. 
There was a huge discussion there about late invitations, that people came with rec- 
ommendations far too late to politely send them an invitation for an event. 

And so it was a kind of cracking down on getting complete lists, recommendations, 
so that, you know, decisions could be made about invitees. 

Question. Do you have any recollection of Mark Middleton being involved in that 
process at all? 

Answer. No, I really — no, I don’t. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of Mark Middleton supplying any type of 
list of fundraisers, to have those type of lists available at the White House? 

Answer. No, I have no firsthand knowledge of him supplying lists. 

Question. And you said you generally discussed in the meeting how to get a hold, 
I mean how to get lists about donors? 

Answer. It was — what we generally discussed in the meeting was how the list 
process worked, which included donors but was not limited to donors, because many 
of these events had a huge mix of people. And so whether it was a representative 
from the constituency group or the congressional group or the media group or what- 
ever, you know, it was kind of a “Come to Jesus” meeting on getting lists that were 
full, with addresses and phone numbers, and getting them in a timely fashion. 

Question. Okay. In this particular memo, the April 21st, 1994 memo, it has, as 
we were discussing, a list of names and how much has been given and then it has 
columns, if they were invited accepted, regretted, or dinner. And then there’s hand- 
writing — 

Answer. Right. 

Question [continuing]. Indicating — making some indication on whether people 
have been invited or not. Do you recognize this handwriting? 

Answer. No, I don’t. But I have a question about this list. I’m still tr 3 dng to figure 
out — maybe it’s — I’m still trying to figure out this — I mean what this lists. 

Question. The column with the figures, the numbers? 

Answer. The column with the figures, because these are not — I mean, these have 
like $30, $25. 

Question. I think we are trying to figure it out also. My best understanding is that 
this is probably $30,000, $116,000, $145,000, because these people probably didn’t 
give amounts of — Bernard Aidenoff probably didn’t give 

Mr. Ballen. Then how do you explain $31.30, which is on the list? 

Ms. Comstock. Well, I think we will have to obviously ask Ms. Stock about it be- 
cause it’s her list, but 

Mr. Ballen. May I respectfully suggest 

Ms. Comstock. It could be $31,300, I would suggest. But when Ms. Stock is in, 
she can tell us if it was a person who gave $116. The FEC list would probably indi- 
cate that Ann Getty probably gave more than $50. 

Mr. Ballen. May I respectfully suggest that we ask Ann Stock this? 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. I am not trying to suggest to you what this is. You were cc’d on this. 
I am not making representations about it. But the memo that it’s attached to dis- 
cusses a list of key fundraisers and the amounts. They ran a check on the attached 
list and beside each name they had these various indications of whether they had 
been invited or not. 

Answer. I just have one more question, just about the list. Was this — so this list 
was attached to this memo? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. Okay. 

Question. And this is how we received it from the White House. 
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Answer. So this is not a separate list of something? Okay. 

Question. Do you know who Helen is who worked with Ann Stock, or if there’s 
a Helen who worked with Ann Stock? 

Answer. There was a Helen Dickey who worked for Ann, I think for about a year. 

Question. Okay. And do you know if she would have been working for her at or 
around 1994? 

Answer. I’d have to check. I don’t know. 

Question. And do you know how she would run a check on the attached — what 
facilities they had in the office on running checks on who had been where at the 
White House, invited, accepted, regretted, what type of system they had? 

Answer. No, no. 

Question. Do you know if Ms. Stock’s office utilized the White House database for 
purposes of inviting people? 

Answer. I’m sure they utilized the database. I hope, yeah. I know it was some 
computer program they had. 

Question. So your understanding is they did have some type of computerized sys- 
tem? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. So when they talk about running a check on things, on the names, that 
it was some type of computer, your understanding is that 

Answer. Well, I don’t understand how they ran a check. I mean, did they have 
a computer in their office? They did. I don’t want to assume, because I really don’t 
know what they did. 

Question. Okay. In the third paragraph in the meeting, I mean of the memo, it 
says, “If you can provide me with addresses we can start to correct this situation 
immediately.” You had discussed that there was an effort in the meeting you recall, 
whether or not it was this meeting. 

Answer. There was an effort to get addresses? Accurate addresses. Yes. 

Question. Is that correct? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. “Also, per our discussion, each Friday I will send you guest lists for the 
following week so that you and Phil can identify any key fundraisers who are in 
town.” Do you know anything about Mark Middleton or Phil Lader identifying key 
fundraisers to Ann Stock or anyone? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Were you ever asked to identify key fundraisers to Ann Stock for inclu- 
sion — 

Answer. No. 

Question [continuing]. In events? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Comstock. I will make that Deposition Exhibit Number 8. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-8 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. This is a May 17th, 1996 memo to Leon Panetta and Evelyn Lieberman 
from Harold Ickes re: Marsha Scott VIP operation at the Democratic National Com- 
mittee. It’s EOP 36085 through 87. And the memo discusses a number of things, 
but directing your attention to the second — why don’t I let you have an opportunity 
to review it first before I ask you any questions about it. 

[Witness reviews document.] 

The Witness. Okay. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Have you ever seen this memo before? 

Answer. Yes, I have. 

Question. And do you recall when? 

Answer. Around convention time. 

Question. Of last year? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Of ’96? 

Answer. [Nonverbal response.] 

Question. And then the beginning of it reads, “On 16 May, the President approved 
the following with regard to Marsha Scott and with regard to the VIP operation at 
the Democratic National Committee 

Mr. Dennis. Convention. 

Question. “Convention,” I’m sorry. And then it says, “These recommendations are 
made with the understanding that over the past 3 years a sophisticated process, in- 
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volving several key people, has evolved at the White House for ensuring contact and 
follow up with friends and key political and financial supporters of the President 
and the First Lady.” 

And then it goes on to say, “For example, Maggie Williams and Ann Stock man- 
age a number of functions in connection with the residence, invitations to Camp 
David, etc.” 

Could you describe, if you do indeed manage — if you did over the three years in 
a sophisticated process that Mr. Ickes is discussing, if you had managed a number 
of functions in connection with the residence and invitations to Camp David or other 
things with Ms. Stock, what he may be referring to there, if you know? 

Answer. I’m flattered. Sophisticated process. Essentially, first of all, nothing to do 
with invitations to Camp David. Nobody ever went to Camp David much, except for 
the Clintons. And they didn’t go much. 

With respect to the number of functions in connection with the residence, Ann 
Stock reported to me in theory, and everything that happened at the residence by 
tradition, everything that happened in the house was considered a First Lady — a 
First Lady event, even though what Ann actually is is the event person at the White 
House for both sides, the East Wing and the West Wing, was I aware of most events 
in the residence? Yes, I needed to be aware. My management of them was minimal, 
but I take credit for all the really good events we had. But Ann Stock, her staff and 
the residence staff actually really made these events work and I think did a very 
good job of that. 

So the sophisticated process here, I think, was slightly embellished. What I be- 
lieve, as I read this memo, as I read it, my interpretation of this memo was that 
Marsha Scott wants to work at the convention in Chicago and she wants to focus 
on VIPs. The people who generally would handle VIPs — and that would include from 
our standpoint, actually, family and friends, because the DNC at the convention 
took care of its VIPs. They had their own program, so we had very little to do with 
it. But we did take care of the mothers, the brothers, the college friends, the high 
school friends, the long-time Arkansas friends. So this was an area that we expected 
that we would handle at the convention, since we tended to handle that group gen- 
erally when they were around. 

So I think what Harold was suggesting here was that Marsha Scott become a part 
of — of, you know, of that. It appears a few friends and other political — I remember 
when I read this, I didn’t understand this, especially as it related to the convention, 
because I believe that the political and financial people were really having a lot of 
attention paid to them by the DNC. 

Question. Okay. And directing your attention to page — the second page of this 
memo, which is EOP 36086, the middle paragraph there says, “Although early on 
there undoubtedly were a number of friends and other political and financial sup- 
porters who may not have received the attention and follow up they should have 
(or at least thought they should have), given the close and much more effective co- 
ordination among the political and other departments of the White House, with 
Nancy Hernreich, the social office, etc., it appears that few friends and other polit- 
icaVfinancial supporters are not being,” quote, “taken care of,” end quote, “in appro- 
priate ways.” 

Do you know Nancy Hernreich? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And she is the President’s secretary; is that correct? 

Answer. She the President’s assistant, yes. 

Question. And do you know what her role was in sort of taking care of political 
or financial friends of the President or First Lady? 

Answer. Well, let me say that my interpretation of this specifically has to do with, 
I would add the words “early friends and supporters.” Nancy Hernreich is from Ar- 
kansas. Marsha Scott is from Arkansas. There were a lot of people who had sup- 
ported the President when he was Governor, when he was Attorney General, and 
there was a concern that these friends, you know, not be forgotten when they came 
to Washington, so if they came to town, that they should be included in anything 
that was going on. 

And Nancy did have a particular interest in this because she was from Arkansas, 
and had been with the President and knew all of his friends from his Attorney Gen- 
eral days through his governorship in Arkansas. And Marsha Scott, in addition to 
that, focused on those people. 

Ms. Comstock. Okay. I’ll make that memo Deposition Exhibit Number 9. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-9 was marked for identification.] 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Directing your attention to the third page of that document, in the mid- 
dle of it it says, quote, “Any friend or supporter of the President who feels over- 
looked or not attended to in the appropriate way will be referred by Marsha to 
Nancy Hernreich, Ann Stock or other appropriate person in the White House for fol- 
low-up.” 

Were any of these people ever referred to you from Marsha Scott or Nancy 
Hernreich or Ann Stock? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. And again if we could return to the May 5th, ’94, Phipps memo, 
let’s go through a number of the other items on there. Do you have any knowledge 
about Air Force One and two trips including donors, or any efforts made to include 
donors on Air Force One? 

Answer. I know that contributors were — did get to fly on Air Force One. I don’t 
know about Air Force Two. 

Question. And how did you learn about that? 

Answer. I don’t know specifically how I learned about it. I don’t know. I just 

Question. Do you have any recollection of anyone ever calling up to put a donor 
on Air Force One? 

Answer. Calling me? No. 

Question. Or calling 

Answer. No. 

Question [continuing]. Anyone in the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. No, we had people who called — actually not — actually not so much con- 
tributors, but just people who wanted to fly with her on the plane. Friends, we got 
a lot of friends who would be interested, or depending on what she was doing, peo- 
ple who had substantive, you know, issues. But she has such a teeny plane that, 
you know 

Question. Oh, for the First Lady’s plane, you mean? 

Answer [continuing]. Yeah, couldn’t accommodate anybody. 

Question. Did anybody ever call the First Lady’s office to get on Air Force One 
or make an effort or pitch to get a donor on Air Force One? 

Answer. I don’t have any specific recollection. But I can’t imagine that someone 
at some point didn’t. 

Mr. Ballen. There were two questions there. There was one, donor or anyone, 
or 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. I’m sorry; I meant donor. I was just referring to getting a donor onto 
Air Force One, and if that wasn’t clear, I’m sorry. 

Answer. Like I said, I don’t have a specific recollection, but we have all kinds of 
people who would call, who could be contributors, to say, “What I would really like 
to do most is get on Air Force One.” Or, “My wife and I gave in 1992, and we would 
really like to get on Air Force One.” 

Question. And that’s more of the context. If you recall anyone ever calling you say- 
ing “I’ve given this much” or “I’ll give this much” or “I’m a big donor” or “So-and- 
so is a big donor, can you get us on Air Force One?" 

Answer. People would always say, “I’m a big donor, get me on Air Force One.” 
I mean, it was pretty typical. I mean, it is a very typical thing for people to always 
preface what they’re saying by “I’m a big donor.” It’s the same way when someone 
calls me and says, you know, “I’m a Congressman, I sit on such and such a com- 
mittee, I need to be on that plane.” It just happens. And, you know, I think of my 
job as listening politely. 

Question. So you have a general recollection of that, but you can’t recall specific 
people who may have called? 

Answer. Yeah; right. 

Question. Number 4 on here, it says invitations to participation in official delega- 
tions, trips abroad, contact Alexis Herman. Do you have any knowledge about any 
efforts to include donors, and specifically where someone said, “So-and-so is a donor, 
we’d like to get them on an official delegation trip abroad,” any knowledge of that 
type of effort? 

Answer. Once again, I am not going to be helpful in the specific recollection, but 
in a general way to say that contributors, along with other people, were not consid- 
ered for official delegation trips abroad would — I may not have to say that. And also 
people who are big contributors, also, in addition, sometimes have some substantive 
input that they can bring some place. 
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So while, you know, there is kind of this sense that donors or contributors have 
nothing but their money, there are a lot of donors and contributors that we dealt 
with who had some expertise to bring to an official delegation. And that certainly 
would be taken into account or I would hope it would be a smart thing to do. So 
that you would get a group of people, supporters, people with expertise, that you’re 
picking from a cross-section of people who both support the President and may have 
something to offer on an official delegation trip. 

Question. But I’m talking more about specifically if you have any general recollec- 
tion or knowledge about efforts made to go to Alexis Herman or somebody in her 
office to get, you know, in coordination with the DNC where a DNC person would 
not really, in this general process which you have described, you know, a number 
of times today about reaching out and including people, but, you know, efforts where 
it was DNC people calling and sa 3 dng, you know, “We are raising money. We are 
trying to get this. Getting this guy on this trip would be helpful.” You know, “He’s 
been a big donor; we want to get more money from him.” 

You know, maybe he has substance to offer, maybe he doesn’t. Obviously it would 
help if he does, but do you have a general recollection of any instances like that 
where it’s people from the DNC calling to get a donor, you know, identif 3 dng the 
person as a donor and identif 3 dng that we’d like to get them on the trip? 

Answer. I do not have a specific recollection, but you know, I really want the 
record to show that I have a general recollection of not only the DNC, but Members 
of Congress, but members of specific interest groups, all calling and saying would 
you put this person or that person because he’s good at what he’s doing, he will con- 
tinue to be helpful to us, or any number of reasons. 

Question. Sure, I understand. 

Answer. It would just be very hard. To me, I cannot pick them out. Like I said, 
maybe it’s just from being in politics for 20 years where you kind of — I mean, who 
hasn’t heard this? I mean, people were getting in on Jimmy Carter’s plane. This is 
not 

Question. Do you recall any general discussion, given this memo is discussing co- 
ordinating activities between the White House and the DNC, and your getting a 
goal of $40 million, do you ever recall generally — and maybe in relation to any of 
these things — saying, “Hey, you know, it is July, we haven’t gotten to our $40 mil- 
lion goal yet, and we need to do this?” Any kind of discussion or pressure to get — 
we need more people, we need more donors in here because that will end up getting 
up more money at the DNC? Do you have a general recollection of any discussions 
like that? 

Answer. I have — I have no recollection that there was an extraordinary amount 
of pressure in any campaign season. Because of how wacky the campaign laws are, 
and how expensive it is to go on television, every campaign, at some point someone 
says we need to get more money. 

Question. But I’m talking about specifically 

Answer. Everybody 

Question [continuing]. In relation to these itemized things at the White House. 
Not we want the First Lady to come out to Ohio and speak to a woman’s group, 
but we need to have more lunches with the First Lady at the White House so that 
we can get more money, or we need to have more seats — they need to have more 
private dinners where we can get donors in so that we can get more money. Do you 
have any type of general recollections of any type of discussions about those kind 
of matters? 

Mr. Ballen. May I interject here? Was there a specific plan to reward DNC do- 
nors with perks as laid out in this memo? A way to fund raise, to use the White 
House to get the perks out to fundraisers? I think that is what these questions are 
going at. 

Ms. Comstock. Mr. Ballen, when it is your opportunity question, you can ask 
your questions. But I would like to ask my questions. 

Mr. Ballen. The questions are going around the issue rather than dealing di- 
rectly with the issue. You keep producing a memo 

Ms. Comstock. You may ask your 

Mr. Ballen. Can I finish my sentence? Is that possible here? 

Ms. Comstock. You aren’t making objections. You are just making speeches. Is 
that what you want to continue doing? 

Mr. Ballen. I am making a record. You have been asking the witness about a 
memo that talks about a plan to coordinate these activities, to provide these kinds 
of 

Ms. Comstock. And you are going to be free to ask the witness about the very 
same document and ask your questions. 

Mr. Ballen. But your questions are not clear. Your questions 
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Ms. Comstock. And the witness has the opportunity to tell me when she doesn’t 
understand my questions. 

Mr. Ballen. Well, you — all right. I want to make clear for the record whether or 
not there was any kind — if the witness is aware of a specific plan to award do- 
nors — 

Ms. Comstock. And you will have that opportunity at the time of your ques- 
tioning. 

The Witness. Okay. Proceed. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. My question was: Do you recall any general discussions of efforts to get 
more events at the White House of any type to raise money? 

Answer. Quite frankly, no more than usual, starting in 1993. We always had 
strong interest in getting more contributors there, more people of color there, more 
women there. We had a strong driving interest to do that, and it started in 1993. 
It is no secret that we, perhaps more than any other White House, had triple the 
number of activities, the number of nights to see Christmas decorations. We worked 
very hard at it. 

Now, I can speak only from my vantage point. Did I think of myself or my office 
in any specific plan to raise money for the DNC? Yes, I thought that as a support 
to the party, whenever we could we should try and invite contributors of the party 
to the White House. That they should be included, like other people, as much as 
possible in everything we did. 

Question. Do you recall having discussions with people from the DNC about spe- 
cifically having more private events at the White House? Things such as private 
dinners, overnight stays, things such as that specifically, not the Christmas parties 
or the big things or bringing a lot of people in, but specifically, you know, the get 
more donors into these small little events or get them in for movies and popcorn 
with the President, those type of things. Were there ever those type of discussions 
with DNC people? 

Answer. There were those type of discussions with DNC people and other people. 
DNC, if they had not been advocating to get more of their contributors into every- 
thing, would really not have been doing what they should have done. They are advo- 
cates. 

Question. To get people into the White House? 

Answer. They are advocates in the same way that a congressional person calls up 
and says, “I need four more places at the Jazz Festival.” Democrat or Republican. 
They are advocates. It is their job to push for their constituency. Did the DNC push 
for their constituency? Yes, they did. Sometimes we responded well; sometimes we 
didn’t so well, I’m sure they thought. 

Question. Do you recall who you had those discussions with? 

Answer. No, no, just general discussions. Depended on who called. I didn’t have, 
you know, a person. 

Question. Was it a large group of people who would call or was it a particular 
office? 

Answer. It was sporadically. Just people would call. Because otherwise we did 
have a process in place for including them, which was a good thing. There was a 
process in place so that they could — so that they could advocate. There was a proc- 
ess so that they could advocate, so that — I mean from my — for me, and I can’t speak 
for everyone else, so that the kind of calls I would get of this nature would be spo- 
radic. Otherwise, you know, there was a process. 

Question. Do you know who else was involved in the White House in these discus- 
sions that you recall with DNC people? 

Answer. I mean, I couldn’t say. I mean, I could only make an assumption, the po- 
litical department. That’s the most logical place. 

Question. And did you ever provide any names of people, or specifically donors, 
for any events? Not here’s somebody who’s — but generally here is a $50,000 donor, 
here is a $100,000 

Mr. Ballen. Donor to who and what and when? 

Ms. Comstock. Donor to the DNC. 

Mr. Ballen. What time frame? 

Ms. Comstock. At any time. 

The Witness. Did I ever recommend a donor? I don’t know a specific case, but 
I can’t imagine — I’m sure I did. Someone said, “Give me 10 people you think who 
would enjoy coming to something at the White House,” I could in a second come up 
with two media people, maybe a donor that I knew of, maybe somebody who worked 
with Hillary at a women’s event. I’m sure that I did at one point or another. 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Did you ever keep any list of donors that were to be utilized for 

Answer. No. 

Question. I’ve gotten through five of them; here is the next five. 

Answer. No, no, nothing that 

Question. You had generally — you had said that you thought of your office as 
being a support for the party in a way. Could you elaborate upon that, what your 
understanding was of 

Answer. No, I thought that one of the things that must be taken into consider- 
ation in putting together a schedule for Mrs. Clinton was that she would be called 
upon to support the party publicly in speeches or meetings or whatever else. And 
so 

Question. But I’m talking generally about use of the White House and White 
House events, if you could 

Mr. Ballen. I’m going to object. The witness didn’t finish her answer. You cut 
her off. 

Ms. Comstock. I thought maybe she misunderstood. I didn’t have want to have 
a misunderstanding of my question. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. I was directing it towards how you saw the White House as — events at 
the White House as being support for the party. 

Mr. Dennis. I didn’t understand it to be the question either. This sounds like a 
different question. You want her to answer that question? 

Ms. Comstock. Yes, and I’m sorry. 

Mr. Ballen. There are several questions pending. 

Mr. Dennis. There are actually a couple of questions. Let’s try it this way. Could 
we do this? Can we go back to the question you just asked and the question before 
that so I can 

Ms. Comstock. Maybe I should just strike my last question and the answer, so 
there is not any misunderstanding in the record because 

Mr. Dennis. It is confusing to have two questions. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. I asked what understanding you had of how the White House could be 
utilized as a support for the party. 

Answer. As I said before, primarily, in my office, Mrs. Clinton would be a part 
of the White House, and I felt that her schedule and how we allotted time prevented 
our support of the party. 

Ms. Comstock. Off the record. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

Ms. Comstock. Back on the record. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. You indicated that Ann Stock reported directly to you; you’re her direct 
supervisor, is that correct? 

Answer. On paper, yes. 

Question. And can you describe generally the practice of how Ms. Stock reported 
to you? 

Answer. We generally worked on — if something was really wrong, she would talk 
to me. She had a pretty good handle of, you know, how to run those events, and 
I absolutely trusted her. So, I mean, we would talk, I would think that we talked 
every day about something or the other, and then I would, you know, hear about — 
you know, I would definitely know about her plans and what the events were, but 
I felt myself more consultative than in charge. But if there was a problem and she 
needed some support for something she was advocating for, I would always help. 
But also on the staffing side, I was probably most helpful to her in that regard. 

Question. In hiring people for her office? 

Answer. Well, just in making sure she got the help she needed. A lot of times the 
kind of help she needed might be seasonal, you know; Christmas would be a high 
season, Easter would be a high season. The White House, I understand, as a rule 
doesn’t have a lot of flexibility with that, but that is kind of what she needed. So 
in those areas I think I was much more of a support and much more focused on 
her work in those times. 

Question. Would she generally cc you on just generally what was going on, or send 
you memos to here are the events we have for this week, so you know what is going 
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on; here is who is overnight at the White House, so in case they are wandering 
around, you know who is here? 

Answer. Right. I mean, that particular kind of information wouldn’t come from 
Ann Stock, but in general there were opportunities to see what the whole — I mean, 
what the whole schedule was. 

Question. And who would that information come from then? 

Answer. On events it would, you know, come through a President’s scheduler, or 
if it was an event Mrs. Clinton was involved in, through that scheduler. But, you 
know, Ann was able to work with, you know, each of the schedulers in whatever 
division was putting it on, and if there was a difficulty, generally I would be brought 
in. 

Question. And did she ever bring you in on any issues that arose in relation to 
DNC requests of the White House? 

Answer. Well, yes, in particular, which I don’t think necessarily initiated the 
meeting, but, you know, she tried to be a very orderly person, and she felt when 
the DNC made recommendations, they didn’t give complete information. 

Question. And besides that, were there other areas of DNC requests she talked 
to you about? 

Answer. That was her big kind of thing. She felt that people needed to have the 
lead time to receive an invitation from the White House, that the protocol was very 
late, and if she asked every department to give her a list of the recommendations 
in order to begin to build an invitation list, that the DNC tended to be very late, 
and she thought that it made the White House look bad to send very late invita- 
tions, and so she was very much concerned about that with them. 

Question. Okay. And were you aware of how she worked with the White House 
Ushers’ Office, how, in coordinating events? 

Answer. I think like everybody else has before. I mean, you know, they really 
know the house. I mean, they know, you know, what a tent will cost. You know, 
I mean, they just know the house, and if you are planning any events, I mean, they 
know what it can take. 

Question. And in regards to the DNC, did there come a time when the DNC 
wasn’t paying bills for events that had been held at the White House? 

Answer. Oh, well, come a time. They were habitual late payers, but so was the 
Olympic committee, and so was the, what is it, the Madison Group from the Library 
of Congress. I mean, the bills certainly weren’t as big because the DNC had, you 
know, large chunks of bills because they were responsible, as in the Bush adminis- 
tration, the RNC, for almost anything that wasn’t official, and then we had, you 
know, the Olympic committee, the Kennedy Center, the whatever theater, whatever 
group was putting on something at the White House. 

Question. Do you recall any discussions with Mr. Walters about the DNC not pay- 
ing bills? 

Answer. About what? 

Question. About the DNC not paying bills for events? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Can you just describe those conversations? 

Answer. Just in general the gist would be 

Mr. Ballen. These are conversations with Mr. Walters? 

The Witness. That is how I understood the question. 

Ms. Comstock. Yes. 

The Witness. Okay. These would be the DNC hasn’t paid its bills, the Education 
Department is late with the bill, the Olympic committee wants to have another 
event here, it hasn’t paid its bills. I have sent out three notices. Can you call them, 
or do you want me to send out more notices? 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. All right. And then did he generally then memo you on these types of 
things? 

Answer. Sometimes he did, yes, sometimes he did. I don’t know if there was with 
frequency, but I saw Gary enough through the halls that if he wanted to tell me, 
he did. I remember seeing one or two memos, and he may have sent me more that 
I didn’t see, but mostly I would just talk to him. 

Question. You said the DNC was a habitual late payer? 

Answer. They did not pay on time. 

Question. And what was your understanding of what the time frame was of when 
they were supposed to pay, 30 days or 

Answer. I actually had no real sense of it, just my own kind of internal for when 
I might want to see something paid. I would think, you know, 60, 90 days. 
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Question. Do you recall how often you had — were these regular conversations you 
had with Mr. Walters about the DNC? 

Answer. Intermittent. They were intermittent because, I mean, Mr. Walters es- 
sentially did what he normally would do. As I understand it, he would send out his 
own kind of dunning notices and make his calls and follow up, and then if he, you 
know, hadn’t heard from him, he would, you know, want to know what was going 
on. 

Question. Is it your understanding he would first directly call whoever it was who 
was pa 3 dng the bill? 

Answer. I don’t know if he called them, but I know he would contact them and 
that he would send the bill, maybe send a letter, I mean, I don’t know what, and 
then he might even call himself, I assume. 

Question. Did he generally apprise you of when things were running late? 

Answer. Yes. I mean, he would say in passing — you know, I think he wasn’t nec- 
essarily my responsibility, but I think he knew if he said something to me about 
it that I would, you know, try and get people to pay attention to it. 

Question. And what did you do when he told you about that? 

Answer. I might call somebody at the DNC. 

Question. Do you know who you would call? 

Answer. It would just depend on who I saw, and I might call them, I might see 
them, I might tell Harold, somebody in the political division, you should call some- 
body over there, if I saw — I can’t think of that guy’s name. He works with the DNC. 

Question. A finance person? 

Answer. Dark hair. I’m sorry, I will just make a note of it. I can see him, but 
I can’t think of his name. 

Question. Is it Mr. Sullivan? 

Answer. No. 

Question. I don’t know. 

Answer. I know you probably can’t help me. You can’t help me, but it was some- 
one. 

Question. Do you know if it was who worked in the Finance Office in particular? 

Answer. I believe he was in the Finance Office. 

Question. Or billing services? 

Answer. I don’t know how they were cut up that way. 

Question. Do you know if you ever wrote any memos or notes to DNC people about 
paying the bills? 

Answer. Who? 

Question. If you did. 

Answer. I never did write anything. 

Question. When Mr. Walters talked to you, you would talk to somebody orally 
about, get after this, somebody should look into this, and direct somebody else to 
do something about it? 

Answer. It would just depend. I mean, if I happened to talk to Gary and walked 
into Harold, I would say, Harold, the DNC has not paid its bill, or I would write 
it down, and I would say, today I will call the DNC, I will call the Library of Con- 
gress, and I will call this one. It is very haphazard. 

Question. Were you familiar with the First Lady being asked to make DNC fund- 
raising calls? 

Answer. I am, from the newspapers, from a question that she was asked in a 
news conference, and from a memo from Harold Ickes that made a suggestion about 
it, but whether or not she made the calls, I am not aware of that. But those are 
the two places I have heard about that. 

Question. Okay. And did the memo you mentioned from Harold Ickes, is that 
something you recall being contemporaneous with the request for the calls? 

Answer. I don’t quite understand that. 

Question. Do you recall that — Harold writing a memo about something asking the 
First Lady to make calls last year or in ’95? 

Answer. I would be very bad on a memo. I mean, it just — you know, it’s just one 
in his continuing series of memos. I mean, it doesn’t stand out in my head. 

Question. You got a lot of memos from Mr. Ickes? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you recall having any discussion with Mr. Ickes about the First Lady 
making DNC fund-raising calls? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. At or around the fall of 1995, do you remember discussions about 
the media fund and — to get a lot of media in the fall of 1995? And if it helps you, 
that is the time of the budget battle, and Mr. Morris was encouraging a large media 
buy for the fall of 1995, and particularly encouraged a $10 million fund be utilized 
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in that time. And sort of putting it in that context, do you recall Mr. Ickes asking 
you about having the First Lady make phone calls to assist in this media fund? 

Answer. No, I mean, I certainly do recall Dick Morris wanting to put a lot of 
money into media. I didn’t realize it was called the media fund. 

Question. Okay. Were you involved in some of the discussions with Mr. Morris ad- 
vocating the media, you know, large media huys? 

Answer. I was involved inasmuch as I attended the Wednesday night strategy ses- 
sions, but they were more focused on substance than — but I certainly know that, 
you know, Mr. Morris used that as a forum to say we needed to get more media. 

Question. What was your understanding of sort of the discussion back and forth 
about having this large fall ’95 media campaign? 

Answer. Well, actually, at this particular meeting, it was not 

Question. I’m sorry, what is this? 

Answer. The meeting that — the times that I heard Dick Morris advocate for more 
money for media was our Wednesday night strategy meeting. The focus of the meet- 
ing was not a discussion of the media budget, it was the — the focus of this was to 
talk about policy. There would be times that we would screen the advertising, but 
mostly to screen it in the context of whether or not we thought it worked, said the 
right things, whatever, so it was more substantive. So peripherally Mr. Morris 
would advocate for a media budget, but a discussion of it was not — that was not 
the place where they had that discussion. 

Question. Can you describe, when you said you viewed the media, where that oc- 
curred, what the process was? 

Answer. I mean, not much of a process. They would set up a television and VCR, 
and if there was a commercial on a certain subject, they would ask us — Mr. Morris 
would ask us to look at it and invite comments. 

Question. And who was involved in these meetings? 

Answer. Well, the President, the Vice President. 

Question. Mr. Ickes? 

Answer. Mr. Ickes, Mr. Panetta, Mr. McLarty, you know. Actually, New York 
Times ran a picture of the seating of that meeting where they had everybody there. 

Question. That was the group? 

Answer. That was it. You remember that. 

Question. I recall that. 

Answer. That is it. Mr. Sosnik. 

Question. Mr. McCurry was involved in that sometimes? 

Answer. Yes, sometimes, yes. 

Question. Okay. And were there discussions of what should be added to the com- 
mercials? 

Answer. Yes, critiquing them. 

Question. Was the President involved in that discussion then; the President, Vice 
President were present at these discussions? 

Answer. Oh, right, because it had to do with substance and policy, yes. 

Question. Did the President ever make any suggestions on changes in that, in the 
media, in the commercials? 

Answer. Oh, yes, he had his say. 

Question. In the meetings do you recall what he said about any particular one? 

Answer. I mean, you know, there are dozens of them. 

Mr. Ballen. Excuse me, I am going to object to the relevancy of advertising and 
the President. I object to this line. It is not relevant to the committee’s inquiry into 
the campaign finance fund-raising abuse or any possible violations. The President 
may have made a suggestion about an ad or not. 

Ms. Comstock. I am just asking the question about the President’s role in these 
meetings you are describing. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you recall him discussing — was he usually a vocal participant in the 
meetings? 

Answer. The focus of the meeting was substance and policy, so a lot had to do 
with his interest in whatever policy or substantive matter was going to be made 
public, you know, so, yes, he certainly was interested. 

Question. Any comment on the commercials that Mr. Morris would show? 

Answer. He was interested, yes. 

Question. Did he make comments on change that, or try this, anything like that? 

Answer. I don’t remember specifically, but I can’t imagine that that wouldn’t be 
the case in a situation where everyone could critique. 
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Question. All right. And in any of these meetings, do you recall any general dis- 
cussion about the benefit or wisdom of this large media campaign in or around the 
fall of ’95? 

Answer. No, because — well, I don’t recall specifically. I mean, there could have 
been. I don’t recall specifically, but just that the — and I don’t remember everything 
that happened at these meetings, but what sticks out in my mind is what the core 
of the meeting was, which was substantive and policy-related issues, so 

Question. Do you recall Mr. Ickes ever discussing his opinion on the wisdom of 
spending this kind of money on an early media buy in ’95? 

Answer. You know, I don’t really recall specifically, but I do know from news- 
papers now he is characterized as having been against it. That was not the sense 
that I got, nor did I ever hear that. 

Question. So at the time in the fall of ’95, you had no knowledge of his being op- 
posed to that plan? 

Answer. Yes, not to that plan, no. 

Question. Did you have any knowledge of anybody generally being opposed to why 
are we doing this in the fall of95? 

Answer. My good, I can’t imagine that someone wasn’t, I mean, it is the Clinton 
White House. I mean, I can’t imagine someone wasn’t opposed to it. I mean, I just 
didn’t focus on those discussions or happen to be involved in them, I guess. 

Question. And were you aware — in the fall of95, were you aware of increased — 
any increase in efforts to utilize the White House for fund-raising purposes or have 
events at the White House or 

Answer. An increase in efforts? 

Question. Yes. 

Mr. Ballen. I am going to object. What does counsel mean by “using the White 
House for fund-raising purposes”? 

Ms. Comstock. Have events at the White House. 

Mr. Ballen. Where there would be fund-raising? 

The Witness. We can’t have those at the White House. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you recall the DNC making additional requests for events at the 
White House? 

Answer. Sure. I can’t imagine that they didn’t. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of if there was any effort in connection with 
this media fund to have more events at the White House in the fall of ’95? 

Answer. Well, since, as I said before, I wasn’t aware — I mean, I didn’t focus on 
there being a media fund that we were all supposed to be raising money for. I just 
don’t have that idea in my head of a media fund. The question is did the DNC — 
was the DNC interested in having events at the White House? Yes. 

Question. Okay. Let me return a little bit to the bills. After the DNC had an 
event, do you know the process by which the bills would be submitted for that 
event? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Comstock. I am showing the witness a memo from the DNC, actually DNC 
finance call sheets, DNC by State number, 3234, 6944. The next page is 34 
through — I’m sorry, these are somewhat out of order. Actually, I don’t know — do you 
have 44 on the top of your copy? Why don’t we correct it. I think it starts 323, 6934, 
and then it goes through 45. That one that was on the top page should be the sec- 
ond to the last page. And these are call sheets for Hillary Rodham Clinton. The doc- 
uments indicate they were prepared by Marvin Rosen. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you have any knowledge about DNC call sheets prepared by the 
First Lady? 

Answer. I have never seen this, no. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of Mr. Rosen talking to the First Lady 
about making DNC fund-raising calls? 

Answer. No, I don’t have any knowledge. 

Question. Okay. Then directing your attention to reason for the call, it says us 
to — on the first page, 3236934, says, “Ask to contribute an additional $50,000 for 
the DNC media fund,” and actually a number of these, as you go through, I think 
most of them are asking for money for the DNC media fund. There isn’t a year date 
on this. 

Answer. It says December 4. Well, on one of them. 
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Question. I believe the time frame is 1995. I think they have been written about 
in the press. 

Well, we don’t have the year on here, but it is talking about contributions made 
in ’94 and ’93, and presumably no one was asking her to make fund-raising calls 
in December of ’96, unless you have knowledge about anybody asking, but I am as- 
suming that. So given the dates on here and what seems to be logical appears they 
may have been, they probably were, December of ’95. 

Is it your testimony then you have no knowledge of any efforts for the First Lady 
to raise money for the DNC media fund? 

Answer. Not — first of all, not through call sheets or calling. I have never seen 
these. As I said before, the idea of the DNC media fund is something that just 
doesn’t strike me as what I am familiar with. Was Mrs. Clinton asked to help raise 
money for the DNC? Absolutely. And, you know, I am assuming here this DNC 
media fund is a part of the DNC. Yes, as I said before, they did,. 

Question. All right. Do you have any knowledge about the First Lady ever making 
fund-raising calls for the DNC? 

Answer. No. 

Question. So you have never seen her make a fund-raising call or talked to her 
about a fund-raising call? 

Answer. I haven’t, and I have never seen this packet. 

Question. And then mayhe just review any of the names in here that were di- 
rected to call. See if you have any knowledge of the First Lady contacting any of 
these people on here for — you know, if you had contact with them in connection with 
the First Lady or the White House? 

Answer. Well, I had contact with them in connection with the First Lady, but not 
in connection to the — to fund-raising. Sue Bailey was at the Department of Defense 
at some point, then she went to work for Clinton/Gore. I don’t 

Question. Because this document indicates that Dr. Bailey resigned her position 
at DOD in June to work with the Re-elect Committee on women’s fund-raising. Is 
that your knowledge of Ms. Bailey? 

Answer. That is right. 

Question. Was she involved in any events at the White House, to your knowledge? 

Answer. I am sure any event that had to do with women, that she was probably 
there. 

Question. Okay. And the events, sort of coffee-type events or lunches, is that what 
you are referring to? 

Answer. I was just thinking more generally. I would have to see the list of the 
coffees to know if she went to that. I don’t know if she did or not. 

Question. Were you ever aware of any luncheons or events that Dr. Bailey was 
involved in where donors were primarily — like women’s leadershipship funds, donor 
types? 

Answer. Right. Women’s — I would have to look at a list to tell you whether or not 
Dr. Bailey was there. I believe there was a Women’s Democratic Leadership Forum 
gathering at the White House. They generally were all over the country, but I be- 
lieve there was, but I would have to see a list to find out whether she was there 
or not, I just couldn’t say. I don’t know these people. 

I think mayhe I heard of Denise Rich. 

Question. That is on DNC 3236931. 

Mr. Ballen. Can I understand the question pending? 

Ms. Comstock. If Ms. Williams had any contact with the people who are identi- 
fied on the finance call sheets at the White House. 

Mr. Ballen. In general or in connection with the financing. 

The Witness. I understand the question in general. I don’t know if I am wrong. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Yes, in general. 

Answer. I don’t know. It just sounds familiar. I think because she won a Grammy. 
Susie Tompkins I have met. I don’t know in what context. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of her being involved in fund-raising or 

Answer. It says here — I think I do recall something about her holding the fund- 
raiser for Clinton/Gore in San Francisco. 

Question. That is indicated on 3236941. That sounds familiar to you? 

Answer. I mean, I know about Ralph Lauren, but not in connection to his dona- 
tion. He helped one Christmas in decorating for the White House Christmas. 

Question. And did a lovely job, too. 

Answer. Right, which is how I heard that. 

Those are the only people that I recognize. 
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Question. Okay. Directing your attention to page 3236937, it is for somebody — it 
is Ayse Kenmore. The additional notes on that page indicate that? 

Answer. I’m sorry? 

Question. The additional notes indicate — it says she has been to a number of 
events at the White House. Do you know generally how the DNC learned about how 
many events people attended at the White House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of whether anybody at the White House 
ever used the I^ite House database to tell DNC people about how many events 
somebody had attended at the White House? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Comstock. Okay. I will go ahead and make that Deposition Exhibit No. 10. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-10 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Did you know Marvin Rosen at all? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Was he at the White House often, or did you see him at the White 
House often? 

Answer. No, I saw him as he — I think I saw him at a couple of dinners maybe. 
You know, occasionally I would see him, but not a lot. 

Question. Okay. Do you recall any sense as to where he had meetings with the 
First Lady, particularly at the White House? 

Answer. Not particularly. I would have to look at his schedule. 

Question. And we have generally discussed the coffees that you referenced earlier? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. What was your understanding of what the purpose of what the coffees 
was? 

Answer. The coffees were to gather supporters of the President and Mrs. Clinton 
for issue discussion. 

Question. Were you aware of any discussion at the White House about people talk- 
ing at these coffees in reference to fund-raising? 

Answer. Not in reference to fund-raising, but that they were DNC lists, they were 
people the DNC was proposing. 

Question. And did you have an understanding that these people generally were 
donors? 

Answer. Well, from the look of some of the lists of Mrs. Clinton’s coffees, a fair 
number of them were not donors actually. I don’t know about the President’s coffees, 
but we had, you know, from the list, because I don’t know who actually attended 
ultimately, but we tended to have people who worked on different kinds of issues, 
people who maybe were State chairs, people, and some contributors, too. But I think 
that the coffees that she attended had a healthy mix because I remember at one 
point, I think she was asking to get people who had worked on health care, so it 
was really a kind of an issue meeting. She never thought she had long enough to 
discuss the issues at length that people wanted to talk about. 

Question. Did you usually attend these coffees? 

Answer. No, I didn’t go to any of them. 

Question. Do you know who attended, staff, with the First Lady, who attended? 

Answer. From our staff, her policy person went, Melanne Verveer. 

Question. She was generally the person who attended? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you know how these were set up or who made the arrangement, is 
that Miss Solis? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. S-O-L-I-S. 

Answer. I assume it just went through the process of if the DNC or Clinton/Gore 
had suggested it, that it probably came through our political office, Patti Solis 
agreed on a date and on participants. 

Question. And did the invitations go out from the DNC or from the White House? 

Answer. I can’t imagine they would go out from the DNC. It would be seen as 
a White House event. An invitation to the White House goes out from the White 
House. 

Question. So do you know somebody then from the White — how are invitations 
done at the White House, if you can generally describe the process? 

Answer. Well, once again, if the list process works, and so they have agreed by 
schedule that, let’s say, Mrs. Clinton will go to coffee, this event is sponsored by 
the DNC, and so they would submit a list of who would be included, and then that 
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list would go to the White House social secretary and her people will usually write 
the invitation. 

Question. So if I were an invitee to one of these First Lady’s coffees, I got an invi- 
tation from — one of those pretty ones from the White House? 

Answer. I would — I mean, the rule is that if you are invited to the White House, 
the invitation must come from the White House. I didn’t hear of anybody breaking 
that rule, so it is my assumption that is what you would get. 

Question. That is sort of the social secretary prototype rules, that Emily Post type 
things? 

Answer. It is very much so and very much enforced. 

Question. So if you get something inviting you to the White House from the DNC, 
it is sort of a bogus invitation, that is the White House rule? 

Answer. Right. 

Question. Were you ever aware of anyone at the DNC providing back feedback to 
your office or other offices at the White House about how much money had been 
raised as a result of the coffees, people had been contacted before, after? 

Answer. Not to me, not to my office. 

Question. Did you ever see any spreadsheets showing how much was contributed, 
generated from any particular coffees? 

Answer. I don’t recall seeing a spreadsheet. 

Question. Have you — I mean, some of the spreadsheets, Mr. Ickes’ spreadsheets, 
he turned over to the committee have been in the newspapers somewhat. Did you 
ever see anything like that while you were at the White House? 

Answer. I mean, not that I can recall. I mean, I can’t say if it was in an Ickes 
memo where I was cc’d. I may have; it just doesn’t jump up at me. 

Question. Were you ever aware of any type of targets or numbers, amounts of 
money that would try to be raised as a result of any events at the ^^ite House? 

Answer. As a result of an event at the White House? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. Not at the White House. I was more aware of if there was an event out- 
side of the White House. 

Question. I am talking 

Answer. What the target would be, yes, I would know that. 

Question. I am talking more about the events in the White House, and generally, 
I had 

Answer. No. 

Question. I will provide that. I don’t want to be talking past you without a docu- 
ment here, but we have a number of spreadsheets which indicate, you know, tar- 
geted amounts of $400,000 to be generated from a coffee and then how much was 
raised, which was often $400,000. Did you ever see anything like that in a spread- 
sheet? 

Answer. I don’t recall seeing an 3 dhing like that. 

Question. Did you ever have any discussions with anyone or hear anything about, 
you know, each of these coffees is worth a certain amount to us? 

Answer. Oh, no. 

Question. Anything like that? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. 

Question. Do you know who Ernie Greene is? 

Answer. Oh, yes. 

Question. All right. And when did you first meet him? 

Answer. Sometime in the ’80s. 

Question. And are you social friends with him or no — just know what type of ac- 
quaintance? 

Answer. I knew him when he worked for Jesse Jackson, on Jesse Jackson’s cam- 
paign. That is how I first came to know him. I would think we would be friends. 

Question. And do you know if he was involved in fund-raising at all for the DNC 
or Clinton/Gore? 

Answer. I believe he is a trustee. I don’t know. Either one or the other or maybe 
both. I don’t know for sure. 

Question. Did you generally have a knowledge of individuals who are trustees? 

Answer. Yes, yes, kind of, yes. 

Question. And how did you learn about that? 

Answer. Well, I think that DNC has — I was trying to think about this the other 
day. DNC sponsors at the White House at least once a year a dinner for managing 
trustees of the DNC, and I think, you know, just in my kind of goings and comings 
I picked up on it. I didn’t have a real formal way of knowing, but I think I knew 
generally who they were. 
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Question. Did you ever attend any of those events? 

Answer. You mean sit down at them? 

Question. Or just attend, in any capacity, a reception? 

Answer. Yes, I mean — I thought about this since my last deposition, all these 
events were like the same event to me. I mean, not just the DNC event, all the 
events. I would usually stop by an event at the White House to see how it was 
going. I would, almost without fail, as a matter of protocol, be invited to every event. 
But they pretty much had a standard form, so I would walk into a DNC event, I 
would walk into a Kennedy Center event, so I was around. 

Question. Okay. Did you become aware of an individual named Charlie Trie from 
any of these trustee events? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Or Johnny Chung? 

Answer. I don’t know if I met Johnny Chung at one of the events, but I did meet 
Johnny Chung at some places. 

Question. Did you ever get any lists from the DNC on trustees? 

Answer. Not that I recall a list. I am trying to think if they had any publications 
that would list their trustees or any kind of letterhead. There is something that 
makes me think I have seen a list of the trustees at some point. 

Mr. Ballen. Did you see them in the newspaper? 

The Witness. I just don’t recall where. 

Mr. Ballen. These were public events? 

The Witness. At the White House? 

Mr. Ballen. Yes. 

The Witness. Oh, yes, they were trustee events. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Were you aware of any private dinners or private lunches or anything 
with trustees, or set up particularly for trustees? 

Answer. I just have to look at a list to see. 

Question. Were you aware of any connections that Mr. Ernie Greene had with 
Charlie Trie? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of any business matter that he was working 
on with him? 

Answer. No. 

Question. So in your knowledge, with Ernie Greene, you never even knew he knew 
Charlie Trie? 

Answer. That is correct. 

Question. Have you ever talked to Mr. Greene about Charlie Trie to date? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And do you know Mark Middleton who worked at the White House in 
the chief of staff office? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. When did you first meet him? 

Answer. I think he started with Mack McLarty in ’93. I mean, I met him at the 
White House when he worked for Mack. 

Question. And what kind of interaction did you have with Mr. Middleton while 
he was employed at the White House? 

Answer. While he was the chief of staff assistant or executive assistant, we were 
very friendly. If I needed to speak with Mack McLarty, he would make sure that 
I got in to speak with him. He was, you know, just seemed to be an extremely com- 
petent and very friendly towards me. 

Ms. Comstock. Okay. I am sorry, I wanted to return, just briefly, to Mr. Greene, 
before we move on to Mr. Trie. I want to show the witness EOF 59099, which is 
a message pad from sometime between 8-17-95 to 8-29-95. This is a message pad, 
either from somebody in the First Lady’s office or in Melanne Verveer’s message 
pad. Message to Melanne of 8-29, which says, Mr. Ernie Greene, at suggestion of 
Alexis Herman, was calling, and then the part of the memo says, “Trip to China,” 
and “Supporter from Arkansas, Charlie Trie.” 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. I was wondering if that refreshed your recollection as to whether or not 
you ever had any discussions with Mr. Greene about Charlie Trie or if there is any 
knowledge about Melanne Verveer talking to Mr. Greene or Mr. Trie relating to 
anything related to China? 

Answer. No, but this is to Melanne. 
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Question. Yes, this is not your message. I was just wondering if you have any 
recollection of talking to Melanne about Greene and Charlie Trie? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge about Mr. Greene tr3ring to get anybody on 
to trips to China? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. On trips to China? 

Question. Any kind of official delegation trips to China? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Comstock. Make that Deposition Exhibit No. 11. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-11 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. I am going to return to discussing Mr. Middleton. We previously dis- 
cussed the April 21st, 1994, memo which — where Mr. Middleton provided the fund- 
raiser list. Do you have any knowledge of Mr. Middleton at a meeting with fund- 
raisers or anything while he was at the White House, or that being any type of role 
that he had? 

Answer. No, not especially. I mean, he sat out front of Mack’s office. Everybody 
walked in there. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. I don’t know if that was a role of his. 

Question. Did he have a role of sort of catering to bigwigs or anything like that, 
in terms of being in the chief of staff office? 

Answer. I think he had to be nice to everybody, I think. 

Question. What was your knowledge of, or if you have any knowledge, about Mr. 
Middleton being involved in his White House duties with anything connected to Asia 
policy? 

Answer. I have no knowledge of his White House duties. 

Question. Okay. Did you have occasion while you were at the White House to ever 
meet the Riadys? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of what Mr. Middleton’s interaction was 
with the Riadys? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know somebody named Joe Giroir, G-I-R-O-I-R? 

Answer. No. 

Question. From Arkansas? 

Answer. No. 

Question. A former law partner at Rose, an Asian businessman? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Does business in Asia? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. After Mr. Middleton left the White House, what was your under- 
standing of what he was doing when he left the White House? 

Answer. Some kind of international business. 

Question. Did you keep in touch with him? 

Answer. Yes. From time to time, yes. 

Question. And for what occasions did you keep in touch with him? 

Answer. Well, he would call my office and want to use my Mess account. 

Question. Can you describe what that is, what that involved? 

Answer. People at the White House have an account at the cafeteria, and 

Question. Now this isn’t the cafeteria that anyone can eat at, this is the White 
House Mess within the West Wing? 

Answer. Yes, it’s in the basement of the White House. 

Question. And only certain people, sort of senior level staff have access to that, 
generally, have privileges? 

Answer. Actually, that was the way it had been in the past, but when we came 
we extended it to anybody who actually worked in the West Wing because it was 
easier for them to get to than going across the street. So people in the Old Executive 
Office Building tended not to have them. Everyone who was an assistant to the 
President, even if you worked in the Old Executive Office Building, had them, but 
if you worked in the West Wing, whoever you were, you had access to the Mess. 

Question. And I guess we can return, you said Mr. Middleton would call 

Answer. And Mr. Middleton called and said to me or Evan, Evan Ryan, who 
worked for me, would say, I want to use your Mess account to go to the Mess. 
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Question. And what was the policy on that? 

Answer. Well, at the time there was no policy that I knew of. There was no policy 
that I knew of, since, you know — I mean, you pay for — I mean, it’s like a personal 
account. They send you a bill; you write them a check. 

Question. You got a bill at the end of the month or after the event? 

Answer. I think they do it — I think they do it at the end of the month. Maybe 
they do it every 2 weeks. I get it and then I write a check. 

Mr. Ballen. So you pay for the lunches you have there? 

The Witness. Yes, if you have an apple, a cup of coffee, you fill out a slip of paper 
and you pay for it. You get back, you know, five cups of coffee and you write them 
a check. So he would call and say, I want to eat at the Mess today, can I use your 
account, and I would say, sure, have Evan clear you in or you call Evan and Evan 
would say, Mark, wants to use your Mess account, do you care, and I would say, 
I don’t care. 

Question. So somebody from the Mess would call? 

Answer. No. 

Question. How does that work? 

Answer. The Mess account is your own account. No one from the Mess calls. So 
if you wanted to go to the Mess, you would call me. I mean, if you were my friend, 
you would call me and say, can I use your Mess account. 

Question. And would you give the account number, too? 

Answer. No, you have to make the reservation. I think that really is probably the 
only policy. The reservation is in your name and only you are — I guess Evan or your 
office can make the reservation, and then you have the additional responsibility, 
your office, you know, doing the usual White House process, which is to submit the 
names of anyone who comes. You submit their names to WAVE so they can be 
brought in. 

Question. So you would — you or someone in your office would call down and make 
the reservation? 

Answer. Make a reservation and they would clear Mark in. 

Question. And then the WAVE’S office would kind of physically get them in. They 
would go there and you would have provided the names to the WAVE’S office if they 
can be cleared in? 

Answer. And I would get a badge or something and let them go in. 

Question. And now when they come into the West Wing, they have to be escorted; 
is that correct? 

Answer. No, if they would be cleared in for the Mess, and I don’t know what all 
the badges mean at this point, but as I understand it, if you are cleared in just for 
the Old Executive Office Building, which sometimes happens with WAVEs, then in 
order to get to the White House, which is another level of security, then you would 
have to be escorted, but you can get cleared in, depending on how good the person 
is doing the clearance and the one accepting it, to go straight to the White House. 
And they would demand, you know, more information for that security job. 

Question. And so when Mr. Middleton would call to get his to come there, was 
it your understanding he was bringing people with him? 

Answer. I actually had no understanding. If Mark Middleton called to use my 
Mess account, he called to use my Mess account. If he brought people in, I mean, 
I guess I assumed he brought people in. People bring their mothers or friends to 
the Mess. 

Question. You didn’t have any understanding whether it was his mother or busi- 
ness associate? 

Answer. No. 

Question. He never told you anything about why he wanted to come, that he was 
having other meetings at the White House or anything like that? 

Answer. No. I mean, I just thought he wanted to use my Mess account so I let 
him use my Mess account. 

Question. And did you do this often with other people, too? 

Answer. With other people, yes. 

Question. How many? 

Answer. Oh, I don’t know, anyone who was at the OEOB who wanted to go, come 
in, other colleagues who had left who wanted to, I probably let them use my Mess 
account. I wasn’t — I rarely myself ever got a chance to go to the Mess to have lunch, 
though. I mean, it was just not a 

Question. Would these individuals pay you back for 

Mr. Ballen. Did you finish your answer? 

The Witness. I forgot what I was going to say. I allowed other people to use it. 
I mean, it wasn’t necessarily special to me, but I would let other people use it. 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. I am wondering, was it running up big bills you then had to pay back 
or how does that work? 

Answer. I guess I just mostly wrote the checks. This happened a lot for people, 
especially OEOB, when you have people who work for you, because it is the only 
place that is open late at night. It is open at late and the cafeteria on the OB closes, 
and so generally, you get a lot of, put it on, use Maggie’s Mess account, and then 
like 10 people eat off of it. So I wasn’t necessarily as focused on the bills. I would 
let people use it and the bills would, you know, 100, 200, something like that. 

Question. And then particularly with Mr. Middleton, would he, like, write you 
checks afterwards? 

Answer. You know, I don’t know if he did or not. If he did, he would have given 
it to Evan Ryan or someone else in my office. Usually what I got was a note that 
said your Mess bill is such and such, sign a check, get a check to me. 

Question. And then did you go out and sort of personally collect from everybody 
what they had? 

Answer. No, actually, I rarely collected from anybody. I rarely collected from any- 
body. I really didn’t think about it. If Evan thought about it, she would. If not, I 
would just write the check. 

Mr. Ballen. So this wasn’t a big deal to you; this was just an accommodation? 

The Witness. It started out, like I said, primarily as an accommodation, and the 
staff in the OEOB could use it and it was the only place open late so you just get 
to do it, you know, because you are the one who has it. And, you know, Mark was 
a former colleague and a friend. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. I mean, were you running up hundreds of dollars of tabs here? 

Answer. It is not like my legal bills, okay. It is small change compared to that. 
But you would find, in the White House, you would find a lot of people who do that 
for other people. 

Question. Okay. Can you generally distinguish, was it mostly people internally as 
opposed to former colleagues who were coming in? 

Answer. I have no distinguishing. I mean, it was just — it was at the level of minu- 
tia for me on this thing. It just didn’t matter to me. I didn’t make any distin- 
guished — it was basically a level of familiarity for me. It could be internal; it could 
be external. They have since developed a rule about it, but I was not aware of any 
such rule at the time. 

Question. Okay. 

Ms. Comstock. I am just going to show the witness phone messages EOF 59039. 
Actually, these are not sequentially ordered. It is a grouping of phone messages, ref- 
erencing Mark Middleton, calling, trying to get into the Mess. Some are to you, 
some are to others. On 59041, it is to Marj from Mark Middleton, says, please make 
lunch reservation for seven on Friday. It says, “Make under Maggie’s name.” 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you know who Maij is? 

Answer. Maij used to work for me. 

Question. Okay. And that is 5-17-95. 

And then there is one to Evan on 6-7, Monday, Mess, two people, and October 
there, it is very hard to read, then July, 12:00 o’clock, for three people, the names 
are there. Do you know who Larry Jaynes or Jim Messec is? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Then there is 1-17-96, to Evan. It says, “Please make a reservation for 
him in the Mess for January 24, a table for four.” So your testimony is that you 
don’t — you didn’t really know who he was bringing in, he was just using your ac- 
count? 

Answer. He used my account. 

Question. Okay. 

Mr. Ballen. If anyone. 

The Witness. Pardon? 

Mr. Ballen. If anyone, if he was bringing in anyone. 

Ms. Comstock. Well, I think these messages indicate he was making reservations 
for seven, so presumably he was bringing someone with him on this, EOF 9451. 

Mr. Ballen. We are talking about the witness’ knowledge. 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Was it your understanding Mark Middleton was coming in alone to have 
lunch at the Mess? 

Answer. He could have. I never thought about it at all, one way or the other. 

Question. I think you previously testified he was bringing somebody with him, or 
did you 

Mr. Ballen. Objection. 

The Witness. I hope my previous testimony was that if he brought his mother 
or whatever, he could bring whoever. I mean, I didn’t think about it. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. You didn’t know who he was bringing? 

Answer. Right. 

Ms. Comstock. I will make that Deposition Exhibit No. 12. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-12 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Did you ever refuse the Mess privileges to Mark Middleton or say, no, 
my tab is up too high or I haven’t been collecting on this? 

Answer. No, that wouldn’t be my nature. 

Question. Are you aware of other people who he called at the White House to use 
their Mess privileges? 

Answer. No. 

Question. I believe Miss Ryan has indicated she really wasn’t involved in the col- 
lection process on the bills. Do you know anybody else in your office who may have 
been trying to collect the bills? 

Answer. Probably nobody. If she wasn’t, nobody was. 

Question. If Evan wasn’t, you don’t know of anybody else who may have been try- 
ing to follow up on these, after people to use the account? 

Answer. No. That would have been great. No, if Evan wasn’t, then it wasn’t hap- 
pening. 

Question. I would like to show you Mark Middleton WAVE records, generally, not 
just in the Mess things, and see if you know some of the people he was meeting 
with or if you recall any of the occasions of the meeting. These are EOP 20376. 

Answer. Okay. Let me see. 

Question. 20376, again, these are a little out of order. There are other people in 
here so these aren’t necessarily sequential, so as we go through them, I will note 
the numbers so the record is reflecting what page we are looking at. 

On the first page, 20376, there is a four — generally, before we go into these item 
by item, do you recall generally having meetings with Mr. Middleton after he left 
the White House in the spring, summertime of 1995? 

Answer. No, I might — he might have dropped by to see me. I am trying to think. 
He might have dropped by to see me. I remember scheduling a meeting with him. 
When did he leave the White House? 

Question. Approximately mid-February, ’95. 

Answer. No, I would see him around. It seems to me I saw him around. 

Question. Okay. Then maybe this will be fairly quick to go through if you don’t 
recall the meeting. 

There is a 4-21-95, bottom line on the first page there from Mark Middleton. It 
shows the requestor was Ryan and the visitee was Ryan? 

Answer. I’m sorry, go ahead. 

Question. Are you familiar with these documents or how to read them? 

Answer. I am just trying to read the 1310. Is that like 1:10? 

Question. Yes, military time. 

Answer. So it is probably lunch time. Okay. All right. 

Question. Then there’s another one on the next page which the number is a little 
cut off, but I think it is 20377. There is — the fifth item down is a 5/9/95 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question [continuing]. Mark Middleton WAVE where the request is Ryan and the 
visitee is Williams and 5/19 also. I was wondering in this April or May time frame 
if you recall any topics that may have been coming up that you may have been 
meeting with Mr. Middleton on? 

Answer. Topics? 

Question. On what he may have been visiting your office for? 

Answer. No, all I can think is lunch or to stick his head in to see me. I really 
don’t. I’m trying to think. 
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Question. Do you know if 

Answer. 1 o’clock? 

Question. Here is a highlighter, if that helps you. I notice that you are under- 
lining, and if that helps you. 

Answer. I’m just trying to 

Mr. Dennis. What’s the date on that? 

The Witness. I think it’s 

Mr. Dennis. I can’t figure out from the WAVE what the dates are. 

The Witness. The dates wouldn’t mean anything to me. 

Ms. Comstock. We can go off the record for a minute, and I can show both of 
you how it sort of works. 

[Discussion held off the record.] 

Ms. Comstock. We can go back on the record. 

The witness has been reviewing the WAVE records, and we have generally been 
discussing how to read them so that the witness understands what she is referring 
to. 

Mr. Ballen. And what is the pending question? 

The Witness. I thought, did any of these strike me as significant or did I recall? 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Did this refresh your recollection as to meetings with — any meetings or 
times you met with Mr. Middleton or any of his associates? 

Answer. Well, the dates always mean nothing to me. I can’t — dates 

Question. I understand specific dates, but if — the general time frame? 

Answer. I guess a lot of these look like lunches, except for a couple here which 
I don’t — it doesn’t refresh my recollection, and I really don’t know what 

Question. There’s a seating at the mess for 1:15? At 12:00 and at 1:15? 

Answer. Yeah, I think it’s 1:15 or 1:30. 

Question. Specific times? 

Answer. They’re specific times, kind of. They’re specific times, but the mess 
closes — I think it closes at 3:00, so, you know, you can be under the wire a little 
bit. 

These — I mean, they don’t — you know, I saw Mark around. I don’t remember, you 
know, what I talked to him about, other than how’re you doing? 

Question. Do you recall if Ms. Ryan was ever meeting with Mr. Middleton for any 
purpose that you know of? 

Answer. I mean, I would think there would be no purpose. 

Question. Okay. And I wanted to direct your attention to 5/19/95, one on the sec- 
ond page here? 

Answer. 5 — I’m sorry? 

Question. On the second page. The one that’s hard to read the Bates stamp num- 
ber. There’s a 5/19. It says Ryan requesting and Williams is the visitee and says 
second floor. West Wing. 

Answer. Would you just mark it? 

Question. I’m sorry. I’m forgetting. Is the mess technically on the second floor? Is 
that the first 

Mr. Dennis. Basement. 

The Witness. It’s really in the basement. But when WAVEs show — depending on 
where you make, sometimes, the reservation for, they’ll say, you know, — they’ll give 
me office number as the 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 


Question. Place? 

Answer [continuing]. Number that you’re coming to. They won’t necessarily say 
mess. They’ll give like an office number. 

So like here. Mack McLarty. They’re a little bit more exact here. They say ground 
floor. Mack’s office is the ground floor. West Wing. The same above. They have West 
Wing. I mean, kind of depending on who, like I said, is doing the WAVEs thing on 
the end. I had an office second floor. West Wing, and an office 100 OEOB. So that 
could be — you know, they have to come up with a destination and they use your 
office generally. 

Let me see if that’s consistent throughout. 

Mr. Dennis. You have 100 here. 

The Witness. Right. They go back and together. 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. In reference to the 5/19/95 meeting — I apologize in advance. It’s a docu- 
ment numbered EOF 56855, but this is another WAVE record we’ve got from the 
White House. It’s for Mr. Ng Lap Seng. 

Answer. Where is that? 

Question. I’ll highlight it for you. You can see it if it’s highlighted. 

Answer. Okay. 

Question. Lap Seng is on the left-hand side there. 

Answer. Okay. Okay. 

Question. 5/19. And 

Mr. Ballen. We would stipulate that that’s what it is, if you want to write it out. 
Mr. Dennis. Yeah. You can see it L-A-P, S-E-N-G. 

The Witness. I can see 

Ms. Comstock. You can see the “N-G” a little to the right, and then it’s “Wil- 
liams.” 

Mr. Dennis. But then it is Khapra on the line there. 

Ms. Comstock. There is also — because these were WAVEs — a number of his 
WAVES — that’s a separate time for Khapra. 

Mr. Dennis. Below that it looks like a Larson — oh, maybe that is Lap. Yeah, it 
is both of them. 

The Witness. And these are the same dates for the one above and below? 

Ms. Comstock. Yes. 

The Witness. So he went — is that noon? 

Mr. Dennis. 13:15. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 


Question. Yes, noon. 

Do you know Yusef Khapra at the White House? Do you recall who he was? 

Answer. I think he worked for Mack at some point. I’m not sure — or Mark at some 
point. 

Question. And — but this is — the 5/19, your name is the same time as visit time 
at 1:15 as Mark Middleton; and I was wondering — and this is — Ng Lap Seng is also 
known as Mr. Wu, the partner of Charlie Trie. Do you recall ever meeting a Mr. 
Wu or a Mr. Ng Lap Seng? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of Mr. Middleton bringing this individual 
to your office? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Or to the White House? 

Answer. No, huh-uh. Not at all. 

Question. So on this date, whatever, this May 19th, ’95, when Mr. Middleton came 
to the White House the same time as Mr. Ng Lap Seng both under your name, you 
have no knowledge of what he was doing there or if he was with Mr. Middleton? 

Answer. Right, or not with him. I don’t know him. And you say his name is Lap 
Seng? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. But he’s known as 

Question. Mr. Wu. 

Answer. I don’t — I don’t know. 

Question. What is it? It was two different names they usually have. 

Mr. Ballen. You don’t know either one of them? 

The Witness. Either one of them. 

Ms. Comstock. I just wanted to give you all the aliases just in case. 

The Witness. No, I don’t know him. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Did you have any knowledge of the any of the Asian clients that Mr. 
Middleton had? 

Answer. No. I didn’t know what clients he had. 

Ms. Comstock. I will go ahead and make this, the Ng Lap Seng WAVE record, 
EOF 56855, make that Deposition Exhibit 13. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-13 was marked for identification.] 

Ms. Comstock. I’ll make this other group of WAVEs for Mark Middleton Deposi- 
tion Exhibit 14. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-14 was marked for identification.] 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Maybe we could just briefly go through a few of the other ones in there. 

Answer. Okay. 

Question. The third page has meetings on June 5th, June 20th — or entrances to 
the White House — why don’t I characterize them as entrances to the White House 
on June 5th, June 20th and June 29th, where the requester is Ryan and the visitee 
is Williams. In the summertime of ’95, again any recollection? 

Answer. I mean, I just don’t know. I’ve got no recollection of what 

Question. One of them is at 2:30 in the afternoon. One is at 11:00 in the morning. 
One is at 5:00. Does that assist at all? 

Answer. For the same day? 

Mr. Ballen. Excuse me. I believe the witness has already testified she’s going 
through all of these documents, and it doesn’t refresh her recollection. Going 
through them individually, I don’t know whether that will refresh — she has always 
testified. This has been asked and answered. She doesn’t recall any specific meet- 
ings. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. We are just going through and pointing out some of the time frames 
on that, if that helps. I think we will be fairly brief going through these. But that 
doesn’t assist you in any way of recalling what he might have been doing there? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know of Mr. Middleton ever meeting with Mr. McLarty on bring- 
ing any of his clients to talk to Mr. McLarty? 

Answer. I don’t know that. 

Question. I believe these go through — the most recent ones are — the last page has 
a 9 — the second entry is a 9/25/96, so last September, ’96 — September 25th, 1996. 

Mr. Dennis. The last page. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. The last page of the document EOF 20392, where he comes into 

Answer. Okay. 

Question [continuing]. Room 100. The requester is Ryan, and then the visitee is 
Ryan. And just to put this in context, this is a time when there had been — I think 
there had been a couple of stories, maybe only just one, on some Asian fund-raising 
problems. I think the Chung Am company out in California. That story had been 
in the L.A. Times. 

Did Mr. Middleton during the fall of ’96, September-October ’96 time frame, ever 
contact with you at any time or talk with you any time about any of the Asian fund- 
raising issues? 

Answer. No, absolutely not. Huh-uh. 

Mr. Dennis. Same day? That’s the next day, the 27th. Still — 2:30 in the afternoon. 

The Witness. And this is what? 

Mr. Dennis. 10 o’clock in the morning. 

The Witness. Right. Uh-huh. I don’t know. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Maybe we could — some of the names here, I think — do you know who 
Button is? Who that is? Whose office that person is? 

Answer. Katy Button. I don’t know if it is “I-E” or “Y.” She works for Melanne 
Verveer, but I can’t — I don’t know if she was an intern then or not. I don’t know. 

Question. Okay. And I wanted to direct your attention back to 20378. There was 
a 6/29/95 entry where Ryan waved in Mark Middleton and the visitee was Williams. 

And I wanted to show you a phone message log that was — it’s EOF 59079 through 
80 which was — the message was to Evan from Shawn in Mark Middleton’s office; 
and the message reads, the meeting for tomorrow at 5 p.m. is great for Maggie, 
Lynn Cutler and Mark Middleton. And this message is 6/28/95, as I said, and is ref- 
erencing a meeting tomorrow, which presumably would be 6/29 at 5 p.m., and the 
record on here does reflect an entry time of 1700, which would be 6 p.m. on the 
wave’s records. 

Mr. Ballen. Counsel, what page, please? 

Ms. Comstock. This is page 20378. 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And so I was wondering if that refreshes your recollection as to that 
particular meeting or if you ever had a meeting with Mark Middleton and Lynn 
Cutler? 

Answer. I’m trying to think if this was the same day as — ’95? 

Mr. Dennis. ’95. 

If we could just have a second. 

Ms. Comstock. We can go off the record for a moment. 

[Recess.] 

Ms. Comstock. We can go back on the record. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. When we broke we were talking about a June, ’95 — June 29, ’95, entry 
on the WAVES record; and then they referred to a June 28th, ’95, phone message 
that was for a meeting for June 29th at 5 p.m., which is the time frame reflected 
on the record; and the meeting was to be with Maggie, Mark Middleton and Lynn 
Cutler. And the question pending was if you recall generally in this time frame or 
any time of meeting with Mark Middleton and Lynn Cutler? 

Answer. What I recall — and, once again. I’m not sure of the time frame — is that 
there was a meeting for Lynn and Mark which I wanted to put together. I believe 
this was — and I’d have to check — this is — it was a meeting about the women’s dele- 
gation to Beijing. 

We had had, 2 days earlier — I think 2 or 3 days earlier — once again, I don’t know 
about these dates — a meeting to explain to people who might support the women’s 
delegation in Beijing, you know, everything about it — anybody who was in business 
or had an interest in it, foundations and everything. 

And I had wanted Mark to be a part of it because I knew that he was involved 
in international business. And I don’t think that he could come, but I remember — 
and like I don’t know if this is the date, but I remember getting Mark and Lynn 
Cutler together. Lynn had been one of the presenters at that meeting, and I wanted 
her to talk to him about the delegation. 

Question. Okay, and was Ms. Cutler going to be involved in the delegation going 
to Beijing? 

Answer. Oh, she — not involved in going. She actually was involved in a whole se- 
ries of events around the delegation that happened in the United States about U.S. 
support for the delegation, which is why she was one of the big presenters at a 
meeting that had been held at the White House a few days earlier. But, like I said, 
that — seeing Lynn’s name refreshes my memory about wanting to put her together 
with Mark Middleton, but I’m not sure if this is the date or the time, but I know 
at some point that I did that. 

Question. Okay, I am not recalling when the Beijing trip was. 

Answer. I don’t either, but I — they were selecting a delegation, and that I remem- 
ber because we held a big meeting with foundations and all kinds of people who 
were interested in international businesses. And I remember Lynn was a presenter, 
and I wanted Mark to go to that meeting. I think that would have been good for 
him. 

Ms. Comstock. Okay. We’ll make that Deposition Exhibit No. 15. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-15 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. I think when we were talking about Mr. Greene earlier you had no 
recollection of Mr. Greene ever talking to you about Mr. Trie? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of anybody trying to get Mr. Trie involved 
in the Beijing delegation or trip? 

Answer. No, no. 

Question. And this is — again, this is a WAVE record for May 19th, ’95. We had 
previously been referring to the Middleton documents that had a May 19th meeting 
and then the Ng Lap Seng ones that had a May 19th visit to the White House. 

And, again, this is a May 19th, ’95, WAVE for it says. Yah Trie or Yah Lin Trie, 
I guess it is, on May 19th, ’95. And it’s requested by Ryan and the visitee is Wil- 
liams. And it appears from the records that he came in with Mr. Middleton and Mr. 
Ng Lap Seng for that which you testified you weren’t aware of. 

But does that assist you a lot, all that grouping, being together, the three of 
them? 

Answer. No, no. 
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Ms. Comstock. I’ll just make that Deposition Exhibit No. 16. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-16 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And you have no knowledge of Mr. Trie meeting with Mr. Middleton on 
any occasion 

Answer. No. 

Question [continuing]. Or having any business 

Answer. Relationship at all. 

Question [continuing]. Relationship? Okay. 

Did there come a time last fall when the stories about Mr. Middleton possibly so- 
liciting money from Taiwan, the $15 million that is alleged — that somebody in Tai- 
wan alleged he was trying to raise for the DNC, did you ever talk with him 
about 

Answer. No. 

Question [continuing]. That story or those allegations? 

Answer. Oh, no. 

Question. In any way? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Were you aware of him — did you ever learn of him, aside from press 
accounts of being in Taiwan with Mr. Trie? 

Answer. No, I did not know that. 

Question. Were you aware of the DNC raising money for health care media in 
1994? 

Mr. Ballen. I’m going to object as to the relevancy of the question. 

The Witness. I — I don’t know what — can you give me some more context? 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Well, if you’re generally aware of efforts to raise money in 1994, specifi- 
cally designated for health care purposes. 

Answer. For health care? The DNC had a health care project itself. 

Question. And do you have any knowledge of any particular people who were do- 
nating to the DNC for health care purposes? 

Answer. No, not offhand, I couldn’t — donating to the DNC for health care pur- 
poses. 

Question. For the health care campaign? 

Answer. For theirs? No, not offhand, I can’t. 

Ms. Comstock. Okay. I’m showing the witness a document that’s F 38902, which 
is received from the DNC and directing your attention to the first two entries there. 
It says, 5/12/94, two entries for $20,000 health care campaign, and it is a — donations 
from Charlie Trie is what is indicated on here. 

The Witness. Where? Oh, up here. 

Ms. Comstock. The top of it says, DNC Finance Executive Summary. Then it 
says, Mr. Charlie Trie. And then it has written and then it says 5/12/94, amount 
$20,000 entry and a $60,000 entry. And both of them are identified as 1994 health 
care campaign, and the solicitor was Mr. Richard Mays. 

The Witness. And these are — these are contributions to the DNC? 

Ms. Comstock. Yes. 

The Witness. Oh, okay. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And these are — do you know who Mr. Richard Mays is? 

Answer. Yes, uh-huh. 

Question. And how do you know him? 

Answer. He’s from Arkansas. He’s a long-time friend of the President and Mrs. 
Clinton. 

Question. Did you have any knowledge of Mr. Mays raising money in particular 
targeted for the health care campaign and health care bill? 

Answer. No, not particularly, no. 

Question. And it’s your testimony that you had no knowledge of any particular 
donors who were donating money 

Answer. Money to 

Question. Say large sums, anything over 5, 10,000, to the DNC for the purposes 
of health care? 

Answer. For the purposes of their 

Question. Of the health care campaign? 

Answer. Of their — the DNC’s health care campaign? 
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Question. Yes. 

Answer. Not that I can recall. 

Mr. Ballen. It has been asked and answered. 

The Witness. No. 

Ms. Comstock. Make that Deposition Exhibit No. 17. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-17 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. This is EOF 43683. It is a February 15th, 1995, memorandum for Har- 
old Ickes from Terry McAuliffe and Laura Hartigan and Ari Swiller regarding man- 
aging trustees dinners. We had previously discussed just generally managing trust- 
ee dinners at the White House. And I would direct your attention to — it says, the 
President and First Lady’s tables; and under the First Lady’s table the sixth person 
identified is Charlie Trie. 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. I was wondering if that refreshes your recollection as to if you had any 
knowledge of Mr. Trie being a trustee or being involved in any events at the White 
House? 

Answer. No, I — I wouldn’t know him if I saw him. 

Question. Other people indicated at the President and First Lady’s table here, at 
the President’s table, Mark Jimenez is identified as being at the table. Did you ever 
have occasion to deal with any matters related to Mark Jimenez? 

Answer. He went to — there was in Florida — he went to a fund-raiser that — I don’t 
even know whose fund-raiser it was. Maybe it was a DNC fund-raiser, but I remem- 
ber him. 

Question. And you met him? 

Answer. No, I wasn’t there. I’ve never met him. 

Question. Do you know — so how do you know of him? 

Answer. Because he was at a fund-raiser for Mrs. Clinton in Florida, went on one. 
I don’t know if it was a DNC fund-raiser or a candidate fund-raiser. I remember 
he had a huge family. And he had — a huge family — and he had some wives of people 
from somewhere with him, and there was a discussion about if he could bring all 
of them into the fund-raiser or something. But there was something — which is why 
his name rings a bell. There was something with the Florida fund-raiser and his 
guests. 

Question. And this — and how did you learn of this? 

Answer. Oh, I think probably through my scheduler. 

Question. And what was the discussion 

Answer. I’m tr3ring to remember. I don’t know — I just know that his name rings 
a bell for me. Florida fund-raiser, maybe DNC. He had guests. I don’t know if they 
were foreign guests. He also had a huge family, and there was some mix-up about 
who he could bring or couldn’t bring, and I just remember it being drawn to my 
attention. 

Question. And there was a mix-up with he wanted to bring foreign people and 
there was an issue of whether or not he could bring foreign people to the fund-rais- 
er? 

Answer. It seemed to have been foreign people to the fund-raiser or the number 
of people in his family who wanted to be at an event. But I just remember there 
was a big kind of bugaboo about it, which is why I always remember his name. 

Question. And who was involved with this bugaboo? 

Answer. I just remember my scheduler talking to me about it. 

Question. Were DNC people involved in that process also? 

Answer. Yes, and I don’t know who, but yes. Somebody from the DNC also I think 
called me about it. 

Question. Do you 

Answer. I mean, I don’t remember the specifics of it. But, you know, seeing his 
name rings a bell. 

Question. And, generally, do you recall who at the DNC — this is just generally 
aside from this matter — who you generally would be in touch with, who would call? 

Answer. It varied so much, especially if you were in a State. It might be somebody 
related to a State party completely, you know, kind of not in the Washington DNC 
mix. 

But I do remember this Florida thing and his name and it being brought to my 
attention as a problem. But I don’t know how we worked it out, you know, but I 
know that it was — there was an issue. There was something about his name that 
rings a bell. 

Question. Do you recall if Mack McLarty ever talked to you about Mr. Jimenez? 
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Answer. No, I don’t remember Mack ever talking to me about him. Huh-uh. 

Question. Generally, what was the practice on these fund-raisers on who could 
come? You said there was sort of a bugaboo about this one. What kind of issues 
would arise in terms of who could be at fund-raisers with the First Lady? Were 
there other instances where issues arose about someone shouldn’t be from or 

Answer. No, mostly, I just — I remember this. The only issues for us would tend 
to be crowds and how many events and how long that she had to work them. And, 
for us, the issues almost inevitably were the number of people and whether or not 
the number of people at a fund-raiser would require that she shake hands with 
every person, which was usually a requirement. So that was something that we al- 
ways talked about — size, number, how many, how long. These were our major 
issues. 

But there was something on this particular front, talking about — I’m not sure 
about — I just remember it happened as an issue, and it had to do with Florida, and 
it had to do with size and how much time she had to be somewhere, but I don’t 
know — remember the particulars, but that’s what I remember. 

Question. And when there were fund-raising events — and I’m talking now about — 
you know, we’ve talked a lot about events that were held at the White House, so 
I’m talking now about events that were fund-raisers that you would go out 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question [continuing]. To Florida 

Answer. Out some place. 

Question [continuing]. Some place where official DNC fund-raising type of 
things — was the First Lady usually memoed by somebody? Like saying if it was 
going to be a small event or who the — these are the people who paid 10,000 each 
for this DNC event? Was there ever any memos or documents informing her about 
who was going to be there and who the people who should be recognized are? 

Answer. If there were, it would be a part of her schedule. It would come to the 
schedule, and it would be a part of the schedule. 

Question. Did that go through you at all? 

Answer. Oh, I would generally see the schedule the night before. I’d take a look 
at the schedule. But, you know, we — we had pretty competent help in the sched- 
uling. 

Question. And that’s scheduling that you saw on a daily basis the night before. 
Did that usually include briefings about people who would be at events? 

Answer. Yes, sometimes it did. If it got — if they came to us. I mean, you know, 
if it got to us on time. 

Question. And then returning to EOF 43683, the February 15th, ’95, memo for 
Harold Ickes — at the President’s table is also seated Pauline Kanchanalak. Do you 
recall ever seeing or knowing of Ms. Kanchanalak being at the White House? 

Answer. I think only from press accounts. 

Ms. Comstock. I’ll make this Deposition Exhibit No. 18. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-18 was marked for identification.] 

Ms. Comstock. This is EOP 63612. It is a memo to Alexis Herman, Maggie Wil- 
liams and Mack McLarty from Lynn Cutler, re: Request of Mark Jimenez, Sep- 
tember 25, 1996. 

I’ll just let you take a look at that. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you recall getting this memo? 

Answer. No. 

Question. If you recognize the handwriting on that, could you identify any that 
you recognize? 

Answer. No. 

Question. I believe the note on one of them does look to be signed by Mr. McLarty, 
the right-hand side, the script. 

Answer. No, I really — I don’t recognize the handwriting. 

Question. Do you know any connection — do you recall discussing with Lynn Cutler 
anything having to do with Mark Jimenez? 

Answer. Not that I can recall. 

Question. Do you know if she was involved in any of these discussions that you 
relayed about the Florida trip or anjdhing about that? 

Answer. No, huh-uh. I don’t remember her being — I remember talking to someone 
in Florida about it. 

Question. And do you recall who the Florida person was? 

Answer. No, I don’t think I knew the person. I don’t know if it was a State party 
person or someone just involved locally. I’m not really clear who I was talking to. 



197 


Question. And Alexis Herman, could you just, for the record, just give us her posi- 
tion and what she did at the White House? 

Answer. She was the director of public liaison for the White House, the public liai- 
son office. 

Question. All right. And the memo we were discussing earlier today. May 5th, 
1994, you know, had identified her as the contact person on official delegations 
abroad? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. On the May 5th, 1994, memo, item number 4 had been invitations to 
participate in official delegations’ trips abroad. Again, this was in connection with 
an order to reach our very aggressive goal of $40 million. 

Do you know — and I think from the previous docket we were reviewing Mark Ji- 
menez was at a trustee dinner. Do you know, was there ever any effort to assist 
these trustees on these official delegation trips? 

Answer. I mean, I don’t know. I didn’t — I would be asked from time to time if 
I had any suggestions for the delegation. I don’t know if there was any special out- 
reach work done for the trustees. 

Question. Do you know why this memo was directed from Lynn Cutler to you? 
Why you were included in this circulation? 

Answer. No, I just think Lynn wanted me to be aware. 

Mr. Ballen. Don’t speculate. If you know, answer. Counsel’s admonition to you 
at the very beginning was that we didn’t want speculation. 

The Witness. Well, it would be speculation. I don’t know. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Previously we had — the meeting that you had with Lynn Cutler and 
Mark Middleton had been about the Beijing trip? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. This one she’s referring to the APEC conference in the Philippines. Do 
you know any particular reason why Ms. Cutler is sort of involved or if she is in- 
volved in Asian affairs or has Asian interests and is involved in any matters related 
to this? 

Answer. No, not that I know. She was involved in the Beijing conference, I be- 
lieve, because of her relationship and work in the women’s community. But I don’t 
know about the APEC 

Question. Was she involved in fund-raising in ’96? 

Answer. I don’t know — I don’t know for sure. 

Question. Do you know of — how often would you meet with Lynn Cutler? 

Answer. Well, we worked on a women’s committee together on women’s issues and 
women’s votes, which had — which was once a week or once every 2 weeks. 

Question. And were there other matters you worked with Ms. Cutler on? 

Answer. That was the primary one where I saw her. I mean. I’ve known Lynn 
Cutler for, I don’t know, 15, 20 years. I mean. I’ve known her in Democratic politics 
for a very long time. 

Question. Would those meetings be at the White House? 

Answer. On women’s issues? Yes. 

Question. And were those meetings that you orchestrated or centered in your of- 
fice or did someone else — was someone else in charge of them? 

Answer. The White House had a women’s office. So Betsy Myers — it would really 
involve most of the women in the White House — women from Cabinet affairs, from 
public liaison — representing each of the divisions. 

Question. Okay. In this memo Lynn Cutler writes that Mark Jimenez of Florida, 
who has been very helpful to us on a variety of fronts, has called asking if he could 
be on the delegation to the APEC conference in the Philippines taking place April 
22nd to the 25th. Do you know what she was referring to and how Mark Jimenez 
had been helpful on a variety of fronts? 

Answer. No, I don’t know with respect to this memo what she was — no. 

Question. Or if you have any general knowledge of Mark Jimenez, the variety of 
fronts that he may have been helpful to anybody at the White House or at the 
party? 

Answer. Well, I mean, just based on the document, it’s 

Mr. Ballen. No, she’s asking for your knowledge. 

The Witness. From my knowledge, no. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And then it goes on to say, you will remember that Mark is from the 
Philippines and I know that this means a great deal to him. Do you know if Lynn 
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Cutler had any reason to believe that you had any particular knowledge about Mark 
Jimenez when she is directing this memo to you? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if you did any follow-up to this memo? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Or can you recall any discussions with Alexis Herman or Mack McLarty 
about Mr. Jimenez? 

Answer. No, because I don’t even remember this memo. 

Question. Okay. 

Ms. Comstock. I will make that Deposition Exhibit No. 19. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-19 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. I wanted to return to talking about Charlie Trie a little bit. Was it your 
testimony that you were not aware of him being at the White House at any time? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did there come a time when you learned about his donations to the 
President’s legal defense fund? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And could you describe 

Answer. His? 

Question [continuing]. When you learned of that and what you learned? From 
whom, et cetera? 

Answer. I learned from Michael Cardozo, who was one of the trustees of the Presi- 
dent’s legal defense fund. 

Question. And how did you learn about it from Mr. Cardozo? 

Answer. He asked for a meeting. I was included in that meeting where he — excuse 
me. I’m sorry — told us about donations that had been given to the President’s legal 
defense fund by a religious sect of people and that the President’s legal defense fund 
trustees were concerned about the donations and had decided to return them. 

Question. And did he describe what those concerns were? 

Answer. Oh, gosh. The gist of it, I believe, was that members of the sect had writ- 
ten checks — no, wait. It had something to do with serial numbers. The serial num- 
bers on the checks were consecutive or something, and there was a question about 
whether or not the donations that these people were making were their donations. 
I think that’s the gist of it. 

Question. Okay. And do you recall if this was — you were informed of this by phone 
or in a meeting? 

Answer. No, it was a meeting. 

Question. And do you recall who else was at the meeting? 

Answer. Michael Cardozo and some lawyers who I do not know, Harold Ickes, 
Evelyn Lieberman, Cheryl Mills. That’s what I recall. 

Question. Is that the May 9th, ’96 meeting? Do you recall generally when the 
meeting was in the spring of ’96? Do you know — maybe it would help. Do you know 
if you had a number of meetings with Mr. Cardozo on this or did you only have 
one? 

Answer. I remember being invited to two, going to one, which was the first one, 
and getting to, I guess, to the second one at the end of the meeting, that they had 
broken up. 

Question. And do you recall if this was the first meeting? 

Answer. I believe this was the first meeting that I just talked about. 

Question. Generally, that’s been identified as a meeting — I believe we have a 
number of calendars; I don’t think we have your calendar — but it was a May 9th 
meeting that Mr. Cardozo has testified to and Mr. Ickes notes and others from that 
day that identify you as being there. 

Do you recall prior to this May 9th meeting if anyone — if Harold actually had told 
you about anything related to Charlie Trie or these contributions? 

Answer. No, that was the first I ever heard about it from Mr. Cardozo. 

Question. So the First Lady hadn’t mentioned anything to you about this before? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you recall in that meeting if anyone breached the fact that Charlie 
Trie was a — had been raising money for the DNC? 

Answer. No, I know that his name was raised in connection, but I don’t know if 
this was Charlie Trie, DNC member. I just remember his name. 

Question. Did anyone in this meeting — when you went to this meeting, you didn’t 
know who Charlie Trie was from Adam, right? 
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Answer. No, the only thing I knew about Charlie Trie was that he was from Ar- 
kansas. 

Question. And when you had this meeting set up, did somebody tell you, like why 
am I going to this meeting with Mr. Cardozo or tell you that it was related to Char- 
lie Trie? 

Answer. No, I mean, I don’t know who got the — you know, how the message came 
in or how, you know, Evan got word to schedule me. But just that there was a meet- 
ing, and Mr. Cardozo wanted me to be there. So I went. 

Question. Had you ever been involved in any discussions about the President’s 
legal defense fund prior to this date? 

Answer. I think the first time that it was announced I, you know, for sure had 
the press materials. And then I believe — and I don’t know if this is before or after 
May 9th, but the first time that they released information about — about what the 
amounts that were raised. But they were going to do a press conference. They 
called, you know, me in and the press people to say we are releasing this tomorrow, 
so you should know about it. Other than that, those are the only two times. 

Question. Did you ever discuss the Clinton’s personal legal bills with Mr. or Mrs. 
Clinton? 

Answer. Their personal legal bill, no. 

Question. The legal bills that this defense fund was paying for? 

Answer. No, it was pretty much the trustees. I mean, that was nothing 

Question. You had said that Mr. Cardozo wanted you to be at the meeting? Was 
that your understanding? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you know how Mr. — why Mr. Cardozo was inviting you? 

Mr. Ballen. If you know. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 


Question. If you know. 

Answer. No, but — well, I assume that he wanted to have someone there from Mrs. 
Clinton’s office, since this also was the President and Mrs. Clinton’s legal defense 
fund. 

Question. I just trying to get a sense of why — I mean, it was your understanding 
that this legal defense fund was to pay for their personal legal bills? 

Answer. Right. 

Question. And if you have an understanding of why you were involved in dis- 
cussing a fund that related to the President and Mrs. Clinton’s personal legal bills. 

Answer. I think that because, even though we can easily make the distinction be- 
tween personal and public, it’s rarely made with respect to the press, and I think 
that Mr. Cardozo felt that telling us what they were planning to do — I mean, it 
wasn’t a deliberative meeting, but telling us what they planned to do was something 
we needed to know in case we had inquiries about it at some point. 

Okay. I believe Mr. Cardozo’s indicated that he called you to set up the meeting. 
Do you recall him calling your office to set up the meeting? 

Answer. No, no, he didn’t call my office to set up the meeting. He may have called 
my office to ask to use a conference room in room 100, which is where my office 
is, but he didn’t call me to set up the meeting. 

Question. And do you recall where the meeting occurred? 

Answer. Room 100 conference room. 

Question. That’s where the meeting was held? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. And so you don’t recall talking to him on the phone about setting up 
this meeting? Somebody else set it up? 

Answer. Setting up this meeting? 

Question. Yeah. 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know how the other people at the meeting had been invited to 
the meeting? 

Answer. No. 

Question. You have no knowledge of who invited them or how they ended up in 
your office about the meeting? 

Answer. No. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And I’m sorry, maybe this is my fault for not being clear on this, but 
you don’t have a recollection of Mr. Cardozo calling to set up the meeting? 

Answer. No. 
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Question. Do you know how you ended up having the meeting and who set it up, 
who was in charge of setting it up? 

Answer. I assume, since Mr. Cardozo was an outsider, that perhaps he called my 
office and left a message or something and said, would you attend a meeting, and 
then probably spoke to someone about where to have it, which wouldn’t 

Mr. Ballen. But you don’t know? 

The Witness. It wouldn’t necessarily have been me. I don’t know. 

Mr. Ballen. You are assuming this? 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. I am just tr 3 dng to figure out the origin of the meeting? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Because I think Mr. Cardozo indicated he called you, so I am trying to 
figure it out if you have a recollection of how it came about. 

Mr. Dennis. Are you asserting that Mr. Cardozo has testified or stated that he 
called Ms. Williams to have her arrange for the meeting; is that what you are say- 
ing? 

Ms. Comstock. That is my understanding. 

Mr. Ballen. For the record, if you are going to ask her, where did he assert this? 

Ms. Comstock. I believe it is in the records we have. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. But if that is your recollection. That may not be the case. Obviously, 
whatever your recollection is, we can check on his recollection. If I am inaccurate 
what his recollection of it is, I apologize. I am trying to figure out sort of how it 
came about that you all were in this meeting on May 9, and who sort of was the 
generator of getting this group together that was there, and who might have se- 
lected the people that were there, and it is your testimony that you don’t know why 
Harold Ickes was there? 

Answer. Right, I don’t know. I didn’t put the meeting down. 

Question. So the people who were there got there by somebody else calling them 
other than you? 

Answer. Right, it wasn’t me. 

Question. Now, in this May 9 meeting, did anyone indicate there had been an ear- 
lier meeting several weeks before with the First Lady and Harold Ickes about Mr. 
Trie? 

Answer. No, no. 

Question. And in this May 9th meeting, did Mr. Cardozo talk about the investiga- 
tive group’s investigation of Mr. — well, the donations in general? 

Answer. I don’t know if they were at that point if they had investigated or they 
were going to, but he mentioned that there would be some kind of investigation. 

Question. And what did you learn more about; did there come a time when you 
learned more about this investigation and what it included? 

Answer. I think I did, but I don’t know when. I don’t remember what I learned 
from the investigation. As I said before, I don’t know if it had — if, when he talked 
to us, he brought us a conclusion on whatever that meeting was, or if he was just 
starting an investigation. I don’t remember, but I remember that he said something 
about an investigation. 

Question. Okay. Did you take any notes in this meeting? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if anyone else at the meeting was taking notes? 

Answer. I wasn’t paying any attention. 

Question. You did not direct anyone from your staff to take notes in this meeting 
or keep any account of it? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you talk with Mrs. Clinton about this matter after the meeting? 

Answer. No. 

Question. You said you thought that Mr. Cardozo was talking to you about this, 
that someone in the First Lady’s Office would know about this. What was your un- 
derstanding then of — after you got the information, was there any reason not to tell 
Mrs. Clinton about it or talk about it? 

Answer. It’s like most things, nothing had happened yet. The trustees had made 
a decision. Most times these things are told to us because there is a possibility of 
press inquiries. This wasn’t a decision-making meeting, so I said — you know, just 
had it in my head. 

Question. Okay. Did anyone in the meeting bring up the fact that Charlie Trie 
claimed to be a friend of the President? 
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Answer. I know that Charlie Trie was involved in some way with the donations. 
I don’t remember exactly how, but I know his name was a part of a — whatever nar- 
rative it was that Mr. Cardozo was sharing with us. I don’t remember anyone spe- 
cifically saying Charlie Trie is a friend of the President. 

Question. Okay. But do you recall any discussion of who is Charlie Trie, this guy 
who — was there some curiosity about who is this guy who came in and dropped 600 
grand on the legal defense fund, like do we know him, where did he come from? 

Mr. Ballen. I am going to object. There has been no indication that 600,000 — 
that Charlie Trie dropped it on anyone. You are assuming facts not in evidence. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Did Mr. Cardozo tell you Mr. Trie had brought in money to the legal 
defense fund? 

Answer. As I said before, in the — I guess the narrative of Mr. Cardozo, Charlie 
Trie was mentioned. How he was mentioned specifically — but it was next to these 
donations, that is what I remember. As I said before, the gist of my memory is that 
there was something wrong with the way these were collected, and the trustees had 
decided to give them back,. That is what I remember from that. 

Question. Did Mr. Cardozo tell you he had — that Mr. Trie had actually come in 
himself personally to deliver all these contributions? 

Answer. I don’t remember that. 

Question. Okay. Mr. Cardozo has publicly testified to that, that Charlie Trie did 
come in and bring all the donations down. Does that refresh your recollection as to 
whether or not he shared that with you at that time? 

Answer. As I said, I don’t remember. What I took away from the meeting was 
they were giving money back. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. And that there was a procedure to be responsible for collecting the 
money. That is what I remember. 

Question. Do you recall any discussion of who is this guy, who brought the money 
in? 

Answer. No, that is pretty much what I remember. 

Question. There was no curiosity about who he was? 

Answer. Well, I guess what I am saying is there very well could have been, but 
I don’t remember. 

Question. Do you recall if you had any curiosity about who this person was? 

Answer. Pretty much what I recall, I have told you. 

Question. Okay. These are notes that Harold Ickes made from the May 9th meet- 
ing. They are difficult to read. It is CGRO-2695 through 2598, and it is a little bit 
cut off at the top. I am not sure how cut off yours is, but these are May 9, 1996, 
notes. The initial entry discusses the investigative group. It says, “Need to check 
background.” Then the next line says, Charlie Trie, dollars, and mentions 463,000; 
179,000. 

Does that refresh your recollection as to whether Mr. Cardozo, in this meeting, 
had discussed, you know, that Charlie Trie was specifically the person giving these 
large donations, and that they might need to check his background? 

Mr. Dennis. Before you answer, is there a date? 

Ms. Comstock. It is 5-9-96 is the date on these, on the copy we have, the copies 
you have have cut that off 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And I guess the question pending question was does this refresh your 
recollection as to the discussion that Mr. Cardozo may have related that he had 
with Charlie Trie and the money that he brought in? 

Answer. As I said before, I know Charlie Trie was involved. These are Harold’s 
notes — that I just don’t recollect all this discussion. 

Mr. Ballen. So the record is clear, you are not sure of the date of the meeting? 

The Witness. Well, right, that is what I said at the very beginning. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. You said you thought you had two meetings 

Answer. Well, I attended one meeting, and a second meeting I know I was invited 
to, but I got there after the meeting broke up. 

Question. Do you know if that meeting was — what that was about, the second 
meeting? 

Answer. No. 
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Question. So the only meeting you recollect is the meeting where Mr. Cardozo re- 
lated that there was a problem? 

Answer. Right, yes, exactly. 

Question. Okay. I am not aware of any other meetings where Mr. Cardozo initially 
relayed this, besides the May 9 one and the meeting with Harold Ickes and the First 
Lady. Do you know of any other meetings besides the meeting that — well, you may 
not even know about the meeting with — I assume maybe from press accounts you 
know about the meeting Mr. Cardozo had with the First Lady and Harold Ickes; 
is that correct? 

Answer. Right, I do know that. 

Mr. Ballen. There were several questions before you. Do you know from press 
accounts or independent knowledge? 

The Witness. Well, the First Lady had a meeting with Michael Cardozo that Mi- 
chael Cardozo asked me to set up, said he wanted to meet with Mrs. Clinton. I told 
the scheduler to put them together, so I do not know if this was the same meeting 
that Harold Ickes attended, because no one told me that Harold Ickes was attend- 
ing, nor did I set up a meeting where Harold attended. I do know Mrs. Clinton and 
Cardozo had a meeting because Mr. Cardozo asked me to put him on the First 
Lady’s schedule. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you recall generally, in relation to this first meeting where you 
learned of these matters, when the meeting with the First Lady is? 

Answer. I could not tell you. 

Question. I mean, was it a year before? 

Answer. Oh, gosh, I just really don’t — on the timing issue, I am literally of no 
help. They are all together, all these things. I don’t know. 

Question. Are there any other meetings Mr. Cardozo asked you to set up with the 
First Lady? 

Answer. That is the only one I recall. 

Question. There was one occasion Mr. Cardozo asked you to set up a meeting the 
First Lady? 

Answer. That I recall, yes. 

Question. Did he tell you what that was about? 

Answer. No. 

Question. You generally knew it was about the legal defense fund? 

Answer. I didn’t know that for a fact, but I assumed that is what it would be. 

Question. And you set that up; you put that on the First Lady’s schedule and had 
it set up? 

Answer. Right. 

Question. Do you recall where that meeting was? 

Answer. No, I don’t really remember. 

Question. Okay. And then you do recall it being before this meeting where you 
learned of it? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Question. You don’t. Okay. 

But your testimony is that you have only been involved in two meetings, and the 
second meeting was at the end of it, and you aren’t really sure what the second 
meeting was about? 

Answer. Not even the end of it. People had dispersed. 

Question. So the only meeting you had been at 

Answer. There was a meeting I was at where Mr. Cardozo related the issue and 
what they had planned to do. 

Question. This is a meeting with Mr. Ickes present and others, and I understand 
you may not be aware of the date. I mean, the date has been publicly identified by 
the White House by numerous records. I don’t want to go on — I mean, I think we 
are talking about the May 9 meeting. You know, we could get a lot of records in 
here, but I think what we are talking about is fairly clear that it was a May 9 meet- 
ing. 

But do you have any reason to believe there were other meetings with this group 
of people you are talking about where Mr. Cardozo relayed this — I guess there 
couldn’t be another one because Mr. Cardozo told you — this is the only one you re- 
call? 

Answer. That is the only one I recall. 

Question. Your account is he says he had one meeting with the same group, too, 
so it doesn’t appear there can be another one? 
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Mr. Dennis. Let me make a statement on this. If you have information that you 
can put together that, along with what my client recollects, you can establish it was 
May the 9th, I have no problem with it. My client is not saying it is not May the 
9th, she just has no recollection. She provided a substantial amount of detail. She 
said it was number 100, and that was her conference room there, and she recalls 
who was there. So she does not have any recollection of any dates, and she can’t 
really confirm that for you. 

But there is just so much — you are not going to be able to get or to ask her to 
draw inferences from other information that you are giving her. That would not be 
fair for her to confirm that, you know, she believes it is May the 9th now because 
you told her certain things, but I think she is fairly 

Ms. Comstock. I understand you can’t recall the date. We could have everybody’s 
calendar here and look at those, and it probably still wouldn’t help. 

Mr. Ballen. And I think the witness, we have been going on this for quite some 
time, she stated a number of times what she recalls from the meeting, and I don’t 
see 

Ms. Comstock. But I think Minority counsel raised an issue that this was not 
the meeting. 

Mr. Ballen. Excuse me, counsel, I raised no issue. I simply asked her a question 
could she remember it was May 9th or not, when you gave her somebody else’s notes 
of a particular meeting and she said she didn’t know what the date was, simple as 
that. You are asking the witness to testify about somebody else’s notes. 

Ms. Comstock. I am asking her if these notes helped refresh her recollection. 

Mr. Ballen. She said they did not. 

Ms. Comstock. But we introduced the notes because they are the notes of the 
only known meeting that this same group of people had, and Ms. Williams testified 
this was the only meeting she was at. Mr. Cardozo has publicly testified this is the 
only meeting he had with this group of people informing him of these events. It 
didn’t seem to be a real leap of logic this was the same meeting, but that is what 
we have been trying to go through is additional establishment that there weren’t 
other meetings about this, and I think that is fairly clear, and I think the record 
will speak for itself, and other documents will, that this was the May 9 meeting. 
But I am not asking you to come up with a date. I think other records will reflect 
that. 

I would like to go ahead and make that Deposition Exhibit No. 20. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-20 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Directing your attention to the second page of Mr. Ickes notes again. 
I am sorry, if I could have you turn to CGIlO-2596. There is — the bottom two lines 
talk about 1.5 million, and it is difficult to read there, and then some amount in 
the bank. I wonder if this refreshes your recollection as to whether there was a dis- 
cussion of how much money was actually in the legal defense fund at that time? 

Answer. How much money was 

Question. In the legal defense fund, or just the amounts of money that generally 
were in the legal defense fund, if there was a discussion in the meeting? 

Answer. I don’t know if there was a discussion in it. It seems to me in the nar- 
rative that Mr. Cardozo said how much was in the legal defense fund. 

Question. Okay. When he was telling you about these events on that day, the 
meeting you recall? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. And was he telling you that, you know, without this money, there 
wasn’t a lot there; or give you a sense of, you know, kind of we need this, it wouldn’t 
be bad to have this funding? 

Answer. I think his sense was — I mean, I think my interpretation of his presen- 
tation was very, very cut and dry, and, you know, he was announcing that they had 
decided to return the money, and just as a part of his report he indicated to us how 
much was there, and he — this matter seemed settled in his mind. 

Question. And do you recall if there was any discussion about if the money was 
returned, if that would be reflected in reports, the reporting that the defense fund 
had to do? 

Answer. No, I don’t recall. 

Question. Do you recall if there was any discussion among the participants in the 
meeting of not wanting to return the money, or, you know, that we really need to 
return the money? 

Answer. I think the one thing I remember from the meeting specifically which did 
have an impact on me, but seemed to have no impact on anyone else in terms of 
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returning the money, is that Cheryl Mills was saying we ought to be very careful 
in making certain that we were clear, that we thought that there was something — 
and I am paraphrasing here — that we were clear that we weren’t going to be in a 
position to make a comment about Asian people giving; that we ought to be certain 
that we took some care in making certain that the kind of judgment we made would 
be the same kind of judgment we would make no matter who these people were. 
And I just was struck by that and thought it was a good comment to make. 

Question. And was there any discussion back and forth on that point? 

Answer. Not really. I think she just made her point. As I said before, it seemed 
to me that Mr. Cardozo was very clear about what he was going to do. 

Question. And I just wanted to correct something for the record, because you had 
testified that Mr. Cardozo called you to set up the April 4 meeting, and my notes 
indicated when I said that I thought Cardozo called you about the May 9 meeting, 
it was actually the April 4 meeting. So I wanted to make that clear so — my notes 
aren’t clear. I believe Mr. Cardozo indicated he may have called Mr. Quinn about 
the May 9 meeting. 

Does that refresh your recollection on the May 9 meeting, whether or not Mr. 
Quinn called you about it or set up anything with you on the May 9 meeting? 

Answer. It only refreshes my recollection inasmuch as I think Mr. Quinn was 
there. 

Question. And I apologize for the mix-up. I am looking at my notes. It was April 
4. I was looking at it as if it were May 9th. 

Do you recall Jack Quinn being in that May 9th meeting? 

Answer. I recall him being in this meeting where Mr. Cardozo said there was a 
problem. 

Question. I will keep the date off of it. 

So the meeting you recall with Mr. Cardozo? 

Answer. Yes, I remember him being there. 

Question. Okay. And do you recall Evelyn Lieberman also being in that meeting? 

Answer. Yes, I believe she was there. 

Question. Do you know why she was there? 

Answer. Whoever invited her. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Dennis. What was her position at that time? 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. In May of ’96, if it was May of ’96? 

Answer. Deputy chief of staff, I believe, at that point. 

Question. Okay. Following this meeting, what was the next time you ever had any 
discussion with anybody about Charlie Trie money or the legal defense fund, these 
events that were relayed to you in the meeting with Mr. Cardozo? 

Answer. As I said before, I don’t necessarily remember any follow-up. Kind of 
where I left off on this meeting was with returning the money. The next time I 
heard anything about this specifically was I think there had been a media inquiry 
about it, either to Mr. Cardozo — I think it was Mr. Cardozo. That was the next time 
I heard about it. 

Question. Was that when it was about to become public that the contributions — 
is that when you recall? 

Answer. It could have been. I forget when it became public. I really don’t recall. 

Question. If it refreshes your recollection, it was in December of ’96 when that 
became public? 

Answer. That could have been about the time. 

Question. So between the time you were in this meeting, whenever it was, with 
Mr. Cardozo, the next time you recall hearing anything about it was when there 
was some media calls about it. 

Answer. Right, that is the next time I remember having any, you know, radar 
pointed in the direction of this issue. 

Ms. Comstock. Let me show the witness a document. It is identified as PTO 
2326, from the Presidential Legal Expense Trust, dated August 12, 1996, to Cheryl 
Mills, from Mr. Cardozo, and it reads: 

Dear Cheryl: You may want to circulate by hand the enclosed letter from David 
Lawrence to: Mrs. Clinton, Jack Quinn, Harold Ickes, Bruce Lindsey, Evelyn 
Lieberman, Maggie Williams. Thank you for your assistance. Sincerely, Michael 
Cardozo. 

Attached is a letter from a Mr. David Lawrence, dated July 5, 1996, where he 
indicates that — essentially that, “Unfortunately, as you suspected, the funds were 
raised by the efforts of a concerned party who was unaware of some of the terms 
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mentioned in your letter,” not being the terms of what type of standards for compli- 
ance. 

Do you recognize this letter at all? 

Answer. It was shown to me. I don’t recognize it as coming to me. 

Question. I’m sorry, I am unclear what you mean by that? 

Answer. In the previous deposition, someone showed it to me. 

Question. But that is the first time you had seen this letter was in a previous dep- 
osition? 

Answer. Right. 

Question. And you don’t recall then receiving it in August of ’96? 

Answer. No. 

Question. At or around — any time? 

Answer. I mean, I made the comment there that I believe by then I was in Chi- 
cago. I mean, if this was convention month, I mean, I am not sure, but there is a 
lot that could have been sitting on my desk, so I had not seen it prior to that deposi- 
tion, and if it actually came to me anywhere in this month, I mean, it is clear that 
I wouldn’t have seen it for a while. 

Question. Okay. But do you recall any time prior to your deposition 

Answer. No. 

Question [continuing]. Being told about a David Lawrence, who, you know, wrote 
back and said, you’re right, this money wasn’t raised in the appropriate way, or any- 
thing to that effect? 

Answer. No, I really don’t. That was just it. It was just like a time when this 
would have taken a huge back seat to anything, given the convention and every- 
thing. That is the only thing I can figure. I just don’t remember. 

Question. Okay. You were working on the convention when you were out in Chi- 
cago in August? 

Answer. I had been out to the convention several times, plus Mrs. Clinton had 
a major speech to give. 

Question. That was at the end of August? 

Answer. Oh, you know, in planning for the convention. 

Question. This is entitled, “The Republican Convention,” actually, at the August 
12 time? 

Answer. Well, still we were preparing. 

Question. But you were physically out in Chicago? 

Answer. Yes, back and forth. I mean, I wasn’t living there, but physically. I guess 
I am saying all this to say, in essence, July and August were very busy times and 
especially high times in terms of the campaign and things that were going on, and 
so I do not remember seeing it, and I am merely trying to — probably more for me 
than for you — to try and think, you know, if I had seen it, what was I doing, so 
that I missed it. 

Question. Do you recall any conversations then you had with Cheryl Mills about 
the legal expense trust after this meeting with Mr. Cardozo? 

Answer. Quite frankly, I don’t think I have thought about it again until there was 
a press inquiry about it. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of anyone informing — the first name on 
here to circuit this to is Mrs. Clinton; do you have any knowledge if Cheryl Mills 
or anyone else at the White House informed Mrs. Clinton about this? 

Answer. I have no knowledge if they did. 

Ms. Comstock. I will make that Deposition Exhibit No. 21. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-21 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Once the press inquiries came out about Mr. Trie, did you ever talk 
with the First Lady about Mr. Trie at all? 

Answer. No, I don’t recall that I did. 

Question. Were you aware of him being at a trustee dinner in December of ’96? 

Answer. No. If I had seen the list, maybe, but I don’t recall it. 

Ms. Comstock. I am handing the witness an e-mail. It is an e-mail, Evan Ryan, 
of May 9th, to Peggy Lewis. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you know who Peggy Lewis is? 

Answer. Yes, she worked for me. 

Question. Wbat were her responsibilities? 
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Answer. She worked for me. She worked on policy issues for me. She would work 
on getting me to return my calls, worked on particularly issues that had to do with 
the White House preservation fund, just a range of different things. 

Question. Okay. And the text of the e-mail reads, Maggie wanted to add John 
Huang to her call list. And we have some issues here on whether May 9 was the 
day of the meeting that you had with Mr. Cardozo, but assuming that it was, I am 
wondering, do you recall, as a result of that meeting, whether you reached out to 
John Huang to talk to him about Charlie Trie? 

Answer. A result of which meeting? 

Question. As a result of the meeting Mr. Cardozo, if you made any efforts to talk 
with John Huang about Charlie Trie, anything like that? 

Answer. No, absolutely not. 

Question. Do you know what you were putting John Huang on your call list for, 
in May of ’96? 

Answer. Well, the only thing I can think of since I only met John Huang once, 
and I don’t know the date, is if he had called me and I wanted to return the call. 
I wouldn’t have initiated a call with John Huang. 

Question. Do you recall generally how you met Mr. Huang? 

Answer. Yes, and I don’t know the date, but I got a call from the Ambassador 
of Micronesia. 

Question. That would be March Fong Eu? 

Answer. Exactly. Who was in town and wanted to talk to me, and so she was one 
of our Ambassadors and she wanted to, what I assumed was a courtesy call, come 
and see me. 

When she came, she brought two gentlemen with her, and one of them was John 
Huang. I thought that he worked for her. I didn’t know he even worked at the DNC 
until at the end of the meeting, he gave me his card. 

Question. And that card was from the DNC? 

Answer. Yes. And I said, Ch. 

Question. So March Fong Eu is the person who set up the meeting with you? 

Answer. Yes, she called and asked for the meeting and, you know, I gave a, you 
know, gave a time for her to come, and then she asked that two other people be 
cleared with her. 

Question. And do you recall who the other person was? 

Answer. No. Someone who I believe worked with March. 

Question. That is March, Fong Eu, E-U. 

When — you got this call personally from Miss March Fong Eu? 

Answer. I don’t know if I did or not. I don’t remember if I did or not. 

Question. Do you recall generally what your understanding of what the purpose 
of the meeting was? 

Answer. Just that she wanted to have a — to make a courtesy call, that she was 
a U.S. Ambassador and if any U.N. Ambassador called my office and wanted to stop 
by, I would sit down and talk to them. 

Question. Okay. Do you know at that time if she was involved in fund-raising at 
all? 

Answer. No, I thought she was the Ambassador of Micronesia. 

Question. Did you Have any understanding of any role she played in fund-raising? 

Answer. No, I didn’t. It seems to me, I think she had worked during the cam- 
paign, I don’t know where, but I don’t know if she worked in the campaign doing 
fund-raising, if that is what she had told me or not. 

Question. You mean the ’92 campaign? 

Answer. ’92, but that is all. I wouldn’t know. 

Question. So she didn’t discuss with you any fund-raising for the ’96 campaign or 
for the DNC? 

Answer. No. I mean, primarily what she discussed with me was wanting to get 
out of Micronesia, that she, you know, I am totally paraphrasing, but she had tired 
of that post and wanted to do something else. 

Question. Were you aware — did she tell you she talked to the President about 
this? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. 

Question. Were you aware of her being in communication with the First Lady 
about any of these matters over any time while you were at the White House? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. Like I said, the only time I remember her, meeting 
her or knowing anything about her, is when she came to see me. 

Question. And you think that is what this May 9th reference — the only time you 
ever met with John Huang was in this meeting with March Fong Eu? 

Answer. That was the only time I have met him to even know who he was was 
in that meeting. Prior to that, I didn’t know who he was. 
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Question. Okay. If you could tell us how your call list works, who do you — what 
is the call list? 

Answer. There is not really a process. I mean, if I had a lot of pink slips hanging 
around my desk or if I have left them on Evan’s desk, they are just trying to catch 
up and make sure that I returned calls. 

Question. So this call list is a — you know, she has a bunch of calls? 

Answer. They could be for over a month, you know. It could be like, you know, 
she has to call these, or in — and the call list doesn’t even have to be a list, it can 
be that they, you know, staple this together with all the other calls. 

Question. And returning to the meeting then with March Fong Eu and John 
Huang, during this discussion, John Huang never raised or discussed the fact that 
he was doing DNC fund-raising? 

Answer. No. As I said, it was after the meeting when he gave me his card. Up 
until then I thought he was a staffer for the Ambassador. 

Question. All right. And do you recall then calling him, if it was before or after 
this meeting, calling him? 

Answer. For some reason I think I talked to him afterwards, but I think he had — 
I am not sure, but for some reason I recall him or a situation where he was thank- 
ing me for meeting with March Fong Eu, and I don’t know if it was a call, but that 
is the only other contact I can even imagine having with him. 

Question. And did — it is your testimony that March Fong Eu did not tell you she 
wanted to do fund-raising; any discussion of fund-raising was that she had pre- 
viously been a fund-raiser? 

Answer. There is something I remember about her having worked in California 
in ’92, she said, but her — I mean, and this wasn’t a very long conversation, as it 
turned out, but the thrust of it was that she did not want to be the Ambassador 
of Micronesia; she was ready to leave Micronesia. 

Question. And you said it wasn’t a very long meeting. Do you recall how long it 
lasted? 

Answer. No. It just seemed very brief. 

Question. What did she say to make you think she really wanted to leave or how 
did she express that? 

Answer. Well, I mean, I tell you, this is where I would have some reservations 
because it was a private conversation and I never want to be in a position of saying 
someone feels in some way, you know, ungrateful or wasn’t pleased. It was a private 
conversation but it was clear she was ready to leave Micronesia. 

Question. Are you sure she was not expressing anything about she could be used 
better in fund-raising, put me into fund-raising, anything like that, that I could do 
that for the party or for the campaign? 

Answer. I assume with any Ambassador who wants to leave, the general course 
is they want to do something else. I don’t know what her something else was, but 
I assume whatever the next something else was was something she wanted us to 
help her with, she wasn’t specific with me, except to say that she was ready to move 
on. 

Question. And do you know why she had picked you to meet with and discuss this 
with? 

Answer. I have no idea why people pick me. 

Question. You hadn’t met her before? 

Answer. No, I have no idea. I have people who call me all the time. I have no 
idea why people pick me. I mean, they clearly believe that being the First Lady’s 
chief of staff means maybe I will listen to them and I will listen to most of them 
but not necessarily do. 

Question. And this is to relay she wanted a different job within the administra- 
tion? 

Answer. She did not say I want to relay; all I recall is that it was clear she did 
not want to be in Micronesia. 

Question. I am trying to understand why she was telling you that. 

Mr. Ballen. I think the witness has testified, these questions are asked and an- 
swered. 

The Witness. It is the same reason people write me and say, please get my son 
out of prison. I mean, they equate by title some power to do something, which you 
may not have at all. I don’t understand. There is a great motivation out there. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Well, did she ask you to relay her sentiments to the President or the 
First Lady? 
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Answer. What she said to me was essentially that she was tired of being in Micro- 
nesia. She did not, as I recall, specifically say to me, tell them, the President or the 
First Lady this. 

Question. Do you know a John Emerson at the White House? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And are you aware of — could you just tell us what he does or what he 
did at the White House? 

Answer. I think he was in intergovernmental affairs. 

Question. And did he work on issues related to California? 

Answer. Yes, I think he was from California. 

Question. Were you aware of him being in touch with March Fong Eu? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever talk with him about any conversations he had with March 
Fong Eu about wanting to leave Micronesia, if she ever discussed that with him? 

Answer. No. 

Question. So you never had any discussions with Mr. Emerson about what you 
talked with March Fong Eu about? 

Answer. I listened to March Fong Eu and then she left. 

Question. And that was the end of it? 

Answer. As far as — I mean, I don’t remember any follow-up, you know. I don’t 
know if she wrote me a thank you note or anything, I don’t remember. That is the 
last thing I remember about her. 

Question. And I’m sorry, you may have testified to this previously, are you aware 
of any correspondence she sent to the First Lady about the kind of sentiments she 
expressed to you in this meeting? 

Answer. I don’t recall any. I mean, I don’t recall it. I mean, there are hundreds 
of letters that Mrs. Clinton gets. I don’t see all of them. So I don’t recall. 

Question. Well, a letter from an Ambassador, would that be brought to your atten- 
tion? 

Answer. Not necessarily, depending on how it was sent. 

Question. Can you generally describe what the process is? Not just sort of the av- 
erage, if I am the guy calling to write a letter, but if I am an Ambassador or some 
type of dignitary writing a letter to the White House, what is the process that goes 
through? 

Answer. I don’t know if every dignitary has this available to them but I do know 
for people who have known them over time, there is a special zip code that takes 
that particular mail into personal correspondence and outside of kind of the regular 
mail of all the people, and then those letters don’t come to me, they can go to Mrs. 
Clinton’s assistant, Pam, they can go to personal correspondence. If they are a 
friend, they will be answered there, and some of those letters can make their way 
up to her. 

Question. Okay. So your testimony on the March Fong Eu meeting is that you had 
not met her before? 

Answer. No. 

Question. She called, the meeting was set up, you had this discussion, and then 
you never met or discussed these matters again? 

Answer. No. 

Question. No, you never met again? 

Answer. No, I never met her again, no. 

Question. Then with John Huang, this was the first time — he was brought along 
and this was the first time you met him? 

Answer. The first and only time I have met him. 

Question. Then as to the call list, you believe you may have called him after this 
meeting? 

Answer. I can only — there is only — I mean, this is total speculation, and I will 
speculate, since this is printed here. I remember John Huang thanking me. Now it 
could be because he called me to thank me for seeing March Fong — I forget her 
name. 

Question. Eu. 

Answer. Eu. And I called him back, I was returning a call. But otherwise I had 
no — I didn’t know him. 

Ms. Comstock. We have got Deposition Exhibit No. 22. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-22 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Let me stay in the general area of John Huang. When the issues about 
John Huang’s fund-raising arose during October of ’96, during the campaign in the 
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closing weeks, did you have any discussions with people at the White House about 
John Huang? 

Answer. I don’t remember any specifically, but I can’t imagine I never had a con- 
versation about, you know, the news, he was in the news. 

Question. Do you recall any conversations with people about, you know, the issues 
involved on how he raised money or what he was doing? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you recall telling anyone in the counsel’s office or elsewhere that you 
had met with John Huang? 

Answer. No. I guess I had characterized him as meeting with John Huang. I had, 
up until the time he left, thought I was meeting with Ambassador Eu and her two 
assistants. 

Question. Okay. So you never talked with the First Lady or the President about 
John Huang? 

Answer. No, I never had to. 

Mr. Ballen. I’m sorry? 

The Witness. I said, no, I wouldn’t have a need to. 

Question. Turning over to Charlie Trie and the meeting that you had with Mr. 
Cardozo, do you have any knowledge of Mr. Trie — have you learned any to date of 
Mr. Trie being at the White House on the same day that you had the meeting with 
Mr. Cardozo? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you have any reason to believe that he had been invited to the meet- 
ing or was there to explain to anybody an 3 dhing about the contributions? 

Answer. No, no. 

Question. Okay. And at the time, if you recall, that the information about Charlie 
Trie and legal defense fund was becoming public and the process inquiry, what hap- 
pened then? What was your involvement? 

Answer. I think the issue was that — and I don’t know if it was a network or a 
newspaper, but I believe the issue was that — whether or not simply to answer the 
one inquiry that had come in, or whether or not to kind of call all the media people 
up on, you know, all the media people in, talk to them all at once about this par- 
ticular issue. That was the heart of it. 

Question. And do you recall suggesting — anyone suggesting Mark Fabiani be 
called, involved in this? 

Answer. Oh, yeah, I did. 

Question. And what was your suggestion? 

Answer. Oh, you know, I said the person I think who would know whether or not 
to call one or to call all would probably be Mark Fabiani. 

Question. And at the time in December when this was being discussed, how to 
respond to making it public, did anyone raise the issue that Mr. Trie had just been 
at a White House dinner or had been at a trustee dinner? 

Answer. You know, I vaguely remember something about this, but I don’t — I kind 
of more remember it literally in terms of hearsay. And I don’t know if it was from 
press accounts or whatever. I don’t remember discussing it. 

Question. Do you recall who else was involved in these discussions and meetings? 

Answer. Oh, about the press inquiry? 

Question. Uh-huh. 

Answer. I know that Evelyn Lieberman was. 

Question. And do you recall what her role was in discussions or suggestions? 

Answer. No, I think it was just on the — I’m pretty sure that I have the issue 
right, that it was responding to one press inquiry or responding to — or — or trying 
to make information available to everyone at once. 

I remember that Evelyn was involved in giving advice. I don’t remember what her 
advice was, but she’s the former communications director. I’m trying to think if any- 
body else was around. For some reason I just remember Evelyn. 

Question. And have you ever had any conversations with the President or the 
First Lady about Mr. Trie or anything having to do with Mr. Trie? 

Answer. No, I haven’t. Not about Mr. Trie, huh-uh. 

Question. Do you know someone named Crawford who works at the White House? 
Is it Kelly Crawford or is it somebody 

Answer. Oh, there’s a Kelly Craighead. 

Question. No, Mr. Trie was meeting with a Crawford on May 12th, ’94. 

Answer. Huh-uh. 

Question. Which was the date of the health care donations that we were pre- 
viously discussing with Mr. Trie? 

Answer. Kelly Craighead. I don’t know Kelly Craighead. 
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Question. I don’t know if it’s Kelly. I was thinking of that name, too. It was 
Crawford on the names in the WAVEs, and I don’t know what the first name is. 
You don’t know a Crawford who was involved in health care matters? 

Answer. No, although there were a lot of people involved in health care, I don’t 
know of one. 

Mr. Ballen. Excuse me, counsel, could we have a brief break? 

Ms. Comstock. Okay. How about if I just finish up this area on Trie and then 
we could break. Would that be okay? And then I think we would just be going to 
the Johnny Chung matters and then we will be done. 

Mr. Dennis. That will be fine. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Have you ever had any discussion with anybody at the White House 
about Mr. Trie being at the White House, you know, frequently and meeting with 
the President and the First Lady? 

Answer. I can only think that informally, after the news — I mean, I can’t imagine 
that I didn’t discuss ever what was in the newspaper with people. 

Question. Who arranges, when the First Lady gets pictures taken at the White 
House, who arranges for that? 

Answer. Usually through scheduling. 

Question. And so that would be Patti Solis? 

Answer. Patti Solis. It could be Capricia Marshall, depends on where the picture 
is being taken, who might arrange for it. 

Question. And somebody has to make a request to those people and they set it 
up? 

Answer. Well, we have — we have a couple of ways. I mean, you can make a re- 
quest through those people and they can set it up. Which, you know, which happens. 

In the First Lady’s office we have hit upon what I think is a great idea, since 
we get so many requests at the last minute for photos, is that if Mrs. Clinton is 
on her way out the door to go somewhere, to give a speech or whatever, we have 
a couple of things that are already working for us. One, she doesn’t have to spend 
a long time. She’s walking out the door. And, two, there’s a photographer probably 
in hand; and, three, she’s already made up and whatever. 

And so we have a tendency of trying to push as many planned and unplanned 
photographs into any time when we know she’s walking out the door, so — and you 
have got the nice background of the Diplomatic Room. And so generally that can 
be done fairly quickly with the scheduler, or even calling over to — calling over to 
her personal assistant, Capricia Marshall. 

Question. Is this a daily routine, then? 

Answer. It can be 

Question. Or you try to schedule them on particular days of the week? 

Answer. No, the only thing we really try — it really does go with her schedule. If 
she’s walking out the door, we can do it. And I think that Patti makes a genuine 
effort, even on the planned ones where we might have, you know, like 20 people 
which we sometimes have, to push them on days when she’s got — when it won’t 
take, you know, more than 10 or 15 minutes. And we might do five, six, seven, eight 
photos and then out the door. 

Question. Get groups to come in and just line up and do sort of cattle call and 
move them through? 

Answer. Yeah, whatever we want to do. A staff person is leaving, this is their last 
day, call them up, we can do a photo. So we do it that way. I mean, it takes a lot 
more if we are doing — and we have done schools and whatever, you know. That’s 
another kind of photo. 

But this method works great for us, and we’ve also got a method on receiving 
lines. Anything that has to do with photos, we pretty much are the experts in get- 
ting them done and doing them quick. 

Ms. Comstock. I believe we can take a little break here. 

[Recess.] 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. I just have a few little miscellaneous things I want to go through first. 
Then we will go into the other areas. 

This is a phone message to you from Yusuf Khapra in Erskine Bowles’s office for 
October 13, 1996, from Mark Middleton, and it says — he said that it’s very impor- 
tant that you get in touch with Mark Middleton, who is at the following number. 
And then it says call Yusuf if you have any questions. 
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This is mid-October, during the middle of the campaign, if it helps in placing it 
in time. The John Huang stories were well in circulation at this time, along with 
the Webb Hubbell issues, the Safire column and things like that. Do you recall ever 
talking to Mark Middleton in the middle of October, first, at all? 

Answer. I don’t recall. I could have. I mean, if he called me, I would have talked 
to him. 

Question. Do you recall if you talked to him about any matters related to John 
Huang and Webster Hubbell in the time frame of October 1996? 

Answer. No. First of all, I can’t imagine talking to Mr. Middleton about John 
Huang, who I didn’t know, or what could be said about Webb Hubbell. If I was 
asked to call Mark Middleton, I know I would call him. So, I mean, I wouldn’t deny 
that if I was asked to call him that I wouldn’t call, but I don’t know necessarily 
what this is about. 

Question. It says that he said that it’s very important. 

Answer. I don’t know. Very important to Mark Middleton could be “I’ve got to get 
into the mess.” I mean, I just really do not know. But I’m happy if you have any- 
thing else that might refresh my memory on it. 

Question. Actually, this phone number that’s on here, I did make a call to it and 
it is a Dominican Republic hotel, if that helps at all. 

Answer. Get out. 

Question. Do you recall if you called him, or why you would have called him, if 
you knew what he was doing in the Dominican Republic? 

Mr. Ballen. Well, is that what it is now or what 

Ms. Comstock. That’s what it is now when I called this past weekend. That’s 
what I got. I don’t know. Apparently that exchange must be the Dominican Repub- 
lic. I don’t know if it was a hotel. 

Mr. Dennis. That’s the Caribbean. 

The Witness. I just don’t know. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. It doesn’t ring a bell, him being in the Dominican Republic and him 
calling you with something very important from the Dominican Republic? 

Answer. No, it just doesn’t. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. I’ll try and think about it. I just don’t know. 

Question. Do you recall generally ever discussing any matters related to Mr. Hub- 
bell with Mark Middleton? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Let’s see, there were just a few other items. We’ve generally discussed 
a few Harold Ickes memos today, and I’m not going to go a lot into Mr. Ickes’s docu- 
ments, but a number of them — a lot of them were cc’d to you. I’ll just give you — 
I’m not sure if this is a whole package or this is all together. I am sorry. 

This is a June 5, ’95 memo about ’96 reelect fund-raising projections and ex- 
penses, and you are cc’d on this memo. It’s a memo to the President and the Vice 
President. It’s marked “the President has seen.” Do you recognize the handwriting 
that’s in sort of dark pen? 

Answer. This right here? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. This looks like the President’s. 

Question. And I think the other handwriting on there is just somebody’s trans- 
lation of the President’s handwriting because it says the exact same thing, just in 
somebody else’s handwriting that’s a little easier to read. 

Do you recall generally, first, before going into this specifically, getting the Harold 
Ickes memos circulated to you on a regular basis? 

Answer. Yes, I do. 

Question. And can you describe what, you know, being on the circulation of those 
memos, what was your role in getting them or what did do you with them? 

Answer. If I had time, I would read them. If not, I would collect them hoping to 
read them, and then after a week or so I’d just throw them away. 

Question. You did not maintain them anywhere? 

Answer. I mean, there were thousands of memos from Harold. I mean, no one 
could — could both do their work and read Harold’s memos. 

Mr. Ballen. When you say thousands, is that a literal number or just a figurative 
number? 

The Witness. I’m sorry; figurative. I’m sorry. 

Mr. Ballen. A lot? 

The Witness. Quite a few. 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you generally recall the memos that you got from Harold Ickes, gen- 
erally what they were about? 

Answer. It seemed like they were about ever 3 dhing. It could be about campaign, 
could be about convention, could be — I mean, it could be about any number of 
things. 

Question. The DNC? 

Answer. It could be about the DNC. 

Question. What understanding do you have of Harold Ickes’ role vis-a-vis the 
DNC? 

Answer. Main liaison. The President’s political person. 

Question. Were you aware of people at the DNC having to get Harold’s approval 
before they could — for basic day-to-day — him controlling — they have to tell him what 
they’re doing before they spend money or take major actions at the DNC? 

Answer. I’m not aware of what they asked Harold day-to-day. I would say that 
he had some reasonable influence there. 

Question. Did you understand him to have a day-to-day working relationship with 
the DNC? 

Answer. Day-to-day? I don’t know if he talked to them day-to-day. 

Question. In particular, say, from fall ’95? 

Answer. I just don’t know. 

Question. Through the election? 

Answer. Honestly, we are in two different buildings so I don’t know what he did 
day-to-day. As I said before, it was clear to me he had a reasonable influence upon 
people at the DNC. But anybody who was involved in the President’s political busi- 
ness, he had an influence. 

Question. And you had indicated previously that you didn’t realize until recent 
press accounts that Harold was opposed to the large media campaign that Dick Mor- 
ris had recommended. Did you ever get any of the memos from Harold Ickes sort 
of opposing Dick — did you ever get any memos from Harold Ickes that were oppos- 
ing this campaign of — spending campaign that Mr. Morris was recommending? 

Answer. I could have gotten it — if it came in his regular circulation of memos, I 
could have gotten one that said that. 

Question. I’m just asking if you recall getting any such memos where he was dis- 
cussing, you know, being opposed to Mr. Morris’s efforts or 

Answer. No, I guess I didn’t think of Harold as being opposed to anything that 
was going on in the campaign. I think he was opposed to Dick Morris. I just think 
it was a personality thing. That’s how I always viewed any opposition he had. 

Question. And you had an understanding of that at the time, that they were an- 
tagonistic with each other on everything sort of generally? 

Answer. It was in the newspaper every day during the campaign. 

Mr. Ballen. I object to this line of questioning about the friction between Morris 
and Ickes. 

Ms. Comstock. I don’t think it is a line of questioning here. The witness brought 
up 

Mr. Ballen. I object to the question. It’s irrelevant and beyond the scope. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. When you got the type of memos here, this CGRO-13451 and its attach- 
ments, when you got this type of memo, what was — do you know if you ever had — 
provided any feedback to Mr. Ickes or discussed it with the First Lady or kind of 
took any action based on this type of memo, or if you recall this one in general, any- 
thing you did? 

Answer. I mostly stacked them. I figured if there was anything that was really 
of importance that Harold wanted me to focus on, he or Doug would call me. 

Question. Okay. And were there particular things that Harold would call you 
about to focus on? 

Answer. Scheduling. Hillary’s scheduling. 

Question. And what type of scheduling was that? 

Answer. He wanted her out in the country. 

Question. Okay. And previously you had said you thought you may have gotten 
a memo from Mr. Ickes about the phone calls. And I just wanted to show you 

Ms. Comstock. Why don’t I make this previous, this other memo Deposition Ex- 
hibit Number — oh, yeah. I’m sorry, the Yusuf Khapra message about Mark Mid- 
dleton that had the Dominican Republic phone number, we will make that Deposi- 
tion Exhibit Number 23. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-23 was marked for identification.] 



213 


Ms. Comstock. And then we will make this June 5th, ’95 memo Exhibit 24. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-24 was marked for identification.] 

The Witness. Is this the best copy? 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And moving on to a new memo, which is a November 28th, ’95, memo 
to the President and Vice President from Harold Ickes and cc’d to Leon Panetta, 
Erskine Bowles, Maggie Williams, Ron Klain, David Strauss, Doug Sosnik, Karen 
Hancox, Chairman Dodd, Chairman Fowler, Marvin Rosen and Scott Pastrick, re- 
garding fund-raising efforts for DNC media. 

And I direct your attention to the bottom of the page where it says, number 1, 
Based on our 28 November meeting, Marvin Rosen thinks it unrealistic to expect 
the raising of new money that will actually be deposited during calendar year 1995 
in excess of $1.2 million. This amount can be raised, in his opinion, only under the 
following circumstances. And then it lists approximately 20 phone calls by the Presi- 
dent, approximately 15 phone calls by the Vice President, and approximately 10 
phone calls by HRC. It goes on to have some other items, too. 

But does this refresh your recollection in terms of any discussion about the phone 
calls or knowledge you may have had about the phone calls? 

Answer. No. Once again, this was raised or shown to me at a previous deposition. 
My sense is, once again, if they wanted me to do something with respect to Mrs. 
Clinton making phone calls, they would have called me. I mean, everything that 
was written down in a memo, I couldn’t take as — if someone wanted to follow up 
on it, I figured I’d be called. 

Question. And did, in fact Mr. Ickes or Mr. Sosnik ever call to you ask you to 

Answer. No. 

Question [continuing]. Discuss the phone calls with the First Lady? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And the $1.2 million here, generally, like this is the only way to raise 
the money, do you ever recall any discussion about the only way we can kind of get 
to some targeted goals is by having these phone calls? 

Answer. No. I mean, I don’t recall discussions that said the only way we can get 
to those goals is by these phone calls. 

Question. Okay. Do you have any other — aside from what you testified today 
about the phone calls, do you have any other knowledge about the phone calls, aside 
from press accounts, phone calls made by the President, the Vice President or the 
First Lady for DNC fund-raising? 

Answer. By press accounts only. 

Question. Okay. So for any — you weren’t involved in any of the — whether there 
was controlling legal authority to make phone calls or where phone calls should be 
made from or an3dhing like that? 

Answer. Oh, no, I was not. 

Ms. Comstock. I will make that Deposition Exhibit Number 25. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-25 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. This is a January 31st, 1996 memo to the President and the Vice Presi- 
dent from Harold Ickes, again. You’re cc’d on this about estimated DNC and other 
expenditures for calendar year 1996. CGRO-13667 through 69. 

Just in general, are there any particular memos that you recall from Harold, I’m 
just providing you this as an example, but any particular memos that you received 
from Harold, that you recall sort of taking action on or becoming involved in issues 
that he had generated from his memos? 

Answer. Once again, if there was any particular action that Harold wanted me 
to take or Doug wanted me to take, I knew that I could expect that they would call 
me and they would lay out to me what it was that they were interested in. I mean, 
I just did. I couldn’t possibly have followed up on everything that was written in 
these memos. 

Half of it I didn’t understand. But, more than that, a lot of it I didn’t think that 
it was — had anything to do with my purview. I mean, my view was that my job in 
the campaign was to keep Hillary Clinton out there and on the road. That was my 
first — I think that was my first job in relationship to the campaign. 

Question. Okay. Showing you an August 6th, 1996, memo from Harold Ickes to 
the President and the Vice President, marked the President has seen, 8/5/96. And 
it’s regarding DNC budget/fund-raising meeting of August 1st, ’96. 
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Do you recall generally discussions in any meetings you were involved in or hav- 
ing discussions with Harold Ickes or others at the White House about the DNC 
budget in general? Was that something that you were involved in discussions about? 

Answer. I think I attended one meeting early on — I don’t know when; it seems 
to me way before the campaign about the DNC budget — in the residence. That was 
the only meeting I remember; and it was mostly just what their budget was, as I 
recall. But it seemed, you know, — I do remember one meeting about the DNC budg- 
et. 

Question. And do you recall any discussions about having Mr. Ickes have more 
control over the budget or reviewing the budget of the DNC? 

Answer. Having more control over it? No, I don’t remember any discussion. 

Question. Were you aware of any people at the White House who worked with Mr. 
Ickes who reviewed DNC budget numbers or contracts or anything like that? 

Answer. No, I was not aware of that. 

Question. Do you know a Jennifer O’Connor who worked for Mr. Ickes? 

Answer. Yes, I do. 

Question. What was your understanding of what her role was at the White House 
of her job with Mr. Ickes? 

Answer. I don’t know. I just thought she worked in political. I don’t know what 
she did specifically. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of her being involved in reviewing any 
budget matters for the DNC? 

Mr. Ballen. I’m sorry, counsel, I can’t hear the question. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of Ms. O’Connor doing any budget matters 
for the DNC, working on that? 

Answer. No, no, I didn’t. 

Ms. Comstock. I will mark this document Deposition Exhibit 26. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-26 was marked for identification.] 

Ms. Comstock. Can we just go off the record for just a minute? 

[Discussion held off the record.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Were you aware of Harold Ickes ever meeting with any labor union PAC 
people at the White House? 

Answer. No, I wasn’t aware of his schedule — if I wasn’t involved in it. 

Question. Were you ever involved in any meetings where Mr. Ickes had labor 
union people at the meetings discussing media buys or media — the kind of commer- 
cials the unions were going to run or an 3 dhing like that? 

Answer. No, no. 

Question. Okay. I just wanted to go through a few questions on Mr. Hubbell. 

Mr. Ballen. I’m sorry? 

Ms. Comstock. On Mr. Hubbell, Webster Hubbell. 

Mr. Dennis. Hubbell. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. While you were at the White House you came to know Webster Hubbell; 
is that correct? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. When he was Associate Attorney General? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you know him prior to your joining the White House staff? 

Answer. I met him in the campaign. I never worked with him, but I met him. 
Well, actually, I met him right after the election. 

Question. And you knew him to be a close friend of the President and the First 
Lady? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you work on any matters with him while he was at the Justice De- 
partment? 

Answer. No. 

Question. So any occasion when you would be calling him or dealing with him at 
all, would that be sort of a social or sort of a ministerial kind of — you know, come 
over for an event or anything like that? 

Answer. No, I didn’t have any substantive matter that I worked with Webb on. 
No. 
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Question. Do you know if he was involved in any health care matters that you 
worked on? 

Answer. Not that I — not that I worked on. He may have been involved in tort re- 
form issues around health care, but that would be the only thing that makes sense. 

Question. At any time prior to his announcing his resignation, which is March of 
’94, were you aware of any problems that he had with his law firm? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Were you aware of any sort of, in the months leading up to his resigna- 
tion, of people from the law firm attempting to get in touch with the First Lady with 
Mr. Hu4ell? 

Answer. No, huh-uh. 

Question. Have you ever discussed with the First Lady any of Mr. Hubbell’s prob- 
lems related to the Rose Law Firm? 

Answer. No, not related to the Rose Law Firm. 

Question. And in that — the meetings in relation to the billing problems and the 
mail fraud, I guess the things that he pled guilty to, that kind of thing? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did the First Lady ever express anything to you about Mr. Hubbell had 
defrauded her or anything like that? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And — at any time? 

Answer. No. 

Question. No? She had made some statements on Larry King this year when she 
was on TV, you know, that he was a partner; you know, I was a victim, too. Did 
you ever hear the First Lady say anything like that to you at any time over the 
past 4 years or so? 

Answer. No, the only thing that she’s ever expressed to me regarding Webb Hub- 
bell is, you know, tremendous sense of sadness about it, about him. 

Question. About his situation? 

Answer. Yes, uh-huh. 

Question. And nothing about specifics? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Or anjdhing about what he — did she — did the First Lady ever mention 
what he said to her? You know, he told me he didn’t do anything like — anything 
like that? 

Answer. No, she would never say that to me. 

Question. Do you know a gentleman named Jim Blair? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And do you have occasion to see him at the White House frequently? 

Answer. I didn’t see him frequently, but I’ve seen him at the White House at 
events. 

Question. And in the 1993 time frame, is it correct that Diane Blair stayed at the 
residence quite a bit? 

Answer. I don’t know quite a bit, but I know that she’s a friend of Mrs. Clinton, 
and she’s stayed at residence. I don’t know how many times. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of her being camped out or living at the 
White House in ’93? 

Answer. Camped out? 

Question. She had a class, I think she was teaching, something to that effect, 
where she was kind of based at White House in ’93. 

Answer. Oh, I think that she was based — I think that she had a class, and I don’t 
know if it was every 2 weeks or every 1 week, and she would fly in and fly back 
out. That’s what I thought. But I wasn’t at the residence, but I do remember that 
she was teaching a class somewhere. 

Question. And do you have any knowledge about Mr. or Mrs. Blair’s involvement 
in any matters related to Webster Hubbell? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you have any knowledge about Mr. Blair calling the President or 
the First Lady to discuss any matters related to Mr. Hubbell? 

Answer. No. 

Question. When did you first learn about that Mr. Hubbell was going to resign? 

Answer. I don’t know — I don’t know if I learned the day he resigned or the day 
before he resigned, but it was very tight in there. 

Question. He resigned on March 14th, 1994; and there has been reported in the 
press a meeting that Sunday, March 13th, that even, the night before, a meeting 
where at the end of the meeting Mr. McLarty brought up the issue of, you know, 
I’m going to help Webb. He said something to tbat effect. It may bave been an after- 
noon meeting. It was sometime on Sunday of March 13th. 
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Do you have any general recollection of a meeting that was close in time prior 
to Mr. Hubbell’s resignation where anything like that was discussed? 

Answer. I have a recollection of a morning meeting, maybe a Sunday morning 
meeting — actually, a Sunday morning meeting. I don’t know the date of it. And this 
is pure — I mean, this is kind of based on having read news accounts, but the only 
meeting I can think of is a meeting that was held actually to discuss, I think, the 
resignation of Bernie Nussbaum, the White House. 

Question. Which had been approximately I think on March 4th, ’94, or there- 
abouts, a week or so before Mr. Hubbell resigned? 

Answer. Yeah. 

Question. 10 days. 

Answer. I mean, I remember attending a meeting on a Sunday morning about the 
White House Counsel’s Office. 

Question. And do you recall Mr. Ickes being at that meeting? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Or Mr. McLarty? 

I’m sorry. I’m not representing that Mr. Ickes was there. I’m just seeing if you — 
I know Mr. McLarty was at a meeting on the 13th, so if 

Answer. Well, I don’t actually recall Mr. Ickes being there. I’m trying to think. 
I mean, I recall — I recall Mrs. Clinton being there. I recall the President being 
there. I recall — I don’t know if I recall Mack being there. I just think he ought to 
have been there. But I recall Mack McLarty — but there was a meeting on Sunday 
morning about Mr. Nussbaum’s resignation. 

Question. And could you just tell us generally about that meeting? 

Answer. Well, I just think it was about his replacement, what issues, and gen- 
erally about the arrangement and organization of the counsel’s office. 

Question. And were you aware of any sort of general discussion of sort of how sort 
of damage control operations were going to be handled on these and matters of Mr. 
Hubbell? 

Answer. I guess I wouldn’t have talked about it in terms of damage control. I 
would really talk about it in terms of 

Mr. Ballen. Excuse me. The question was related to Mr. Hubbell. 

The Witness. Oh. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. I’m sorry. Maybe, just generally, did you discuss — was there any discus- 
sion — why don’t I strike the last question and start over? was there any discussion 
in this Sunday morning meeting that you recall of generally of how we are going 
to approach sort of Whitewater matters, Mr. Nussbaum, Mr. Hubbell, or was it — 
I’m tr 3 dng to see if there was a more general discussion of — sort of on March, ’94, 
was sort of a problem 

You had subpoenas coming in at that point, and Mr. Nussbaum had resigned, and 
Mr. Hubbell was about to resign, and would those matters all going on — the special 
counsel, Mr. Fiske, had been appointed in January. And I was wondering if there 
was general discussion in this meeting about how to approach all of these things 
as you go forward with your other duties. 

Mr. Ballen. Excuse me. I am going to object to this question on two grounds: 
One, you have asked, I think, three questions in that last question, so it’s going to 
be hard for the witness to separate them out. 

Secondly, I’m going to object to it generally. The witness has testified that this 
meeting was about the Nussbaum resignation, not about the Hubbell resignation. 
So I’m going to object to any questions as to the circumstances of the Nussbaum 
resignation. 

If you want to ask the witness was Hubbell discussed and the resignation, I would 
have no objection to that. But insofar as it goes beyond to yet another matter, I 
would object to it. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Well, I mean, we’ve — you know, we are generally talking about the Sun- 
day morning meeting here that you recall. We — the White House — we’ve reviewed 
notes from the White House that indicate — and others whether this is the same one 
or a Sunday meeting on March 13th, which is the day prior to Mr. Hubbell resign- 
ing — which indicate there were sort of a general discussion of this. 

What I’m tr 3 ring to find out is if you recall at this or another meeting a general 
discussion of sort of how to handle all of those various matters that I just previously 
described. 
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Answer. I don’t recall a discussion about Webb Hubbell’s resignation at this Sun- 
day morning meeting. What I recall is it was a meeting about the Nussbaum res- 
ignation and how to handle the different areas that the Counsel’s Office would have 
to involve itself in, and that really was the focus. 

Question. Was there a discussion of how to respond to subpoenas or how you were 
going to go forward with matters at that time? 

Answer. Those things could have been discussed, but my recollection, my recollec- 
tion of the meeting, and maybe it is just because I bring a certain perspective, was 
it was much more structural and more about the leadership of the office itself, a 
structural and a personnel issue, which was quite frankly where I would be focused. 

Question. Was there any discussion of what Mr. Ickes’s role would be in respond- 
ing to any of these Whitewater matters or Mr. Hubbell or any of those, what his 
role would be? 

Answer. I really don’t recall a focus on Mr. Ickes. I mean, I just don’t recall that. 
I mean, in my mind, I just remember — this is the meeting on the Counsel’s Office. 

Question, if it is not this March 13th meeting that we have reviewed notes on, 
or if it is not the Sunday morning that you recall, do you recall at any other time 
discussing Mr. Hubbell’s resignation or any issues related to that prior to his res- 
ignation? 

Answer. No, I do not. 

Pardon me, let me just amend that a little bit, because I don’t know if I learned 
about Webb’s resignation the day of his resignation or the day before. It was pretty 
tight, so I don’t know if there was any discussion, or if it was just announced the 
day before to the staff 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. That is kind of what I think happened. 

Question. Okay. And this meeting the night before where Mr. McLarty has indi- 
cated that at the end of the meeting he said to the First Lady, you know, I am going 
to be helping Webb, do you have any recollection, do you have any knowledge about 
that? 

Answer. No. 

Question. You don’t recall that exchange or that discussion? 

Answer. No. 

Mr. Dennis. Do these notes place my client at that meeting? 

Ms. Comstock. Yes, the White House notes. But I am trying to be fair here and 
make the record clear. It has been indicated — the notes from that March 13th meet- 
ing indicate she was there. The notes do not have any — they do not discuss the ac- 
tual notes that are on the meeting. There are some separate notes, and Mr. McLarty 
has publicly indicated that at the end of the meeting, so I want to clarify that. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. But do you recall any discussion with Mr. McLarty about Mr. Hubbell? 

Answer. Me? 

Question. With you. 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. Were you aware of any efforts by anybody at the White House 
to assist Mr. Hubbell in obtaining employment? 

Answer. Only what I know from the newspapers. 

Question. Okay. So from the time he announced his resignation until the news- 
papers, you had heard nothing about anybody at the White House or any friends 
of the President or First Lady attempting to assist Mr. Hubbell in getting a job or 
consultant contract? 

Answer. No, I have not. 

Question. So I can assume you had no knowledge of him attempting to settle any 
of his legal problems with the Rose Law Firm? 

Answer. No, I don’t know anything about that. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of Mr. Hubbell being in touch with the 
First Lady after his resignation, what his — how often he was in touch with her? 

Answer. No, I do not. 

Ms. Comstock. Okay. I am showing the witness EOP 58979 through — actually, 
it is a variety of things. It is a grouping here. On 58980 there is a message to Pam. 
It says, Webb Hubbell, he wants to talk with Mrs. Clinton. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Is there a Pam in your office? 

Answer. No, she actually works in the West Wing in Mrs. Clinton’s office, Pam 
Cecetti. 
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Question. Okay. And that message was dated April 8, and then there is an April 
13th message with Mrs. Clinton, and then a June 10, ’94 message with Mrs. Clin- 
ton. 

Did you have any knowledge about — does this refresh your recollection as to 
whether Mr. Hubbell was in contact with Mrs. Clinton during this time frame? 

Answer. No. 

Question. I’m sorry, I gave you my copy. 

Answer. I’m sorry. 

Question. That is okay. You are looking at my little scribbles, that is okay. 

Answer. They don’t mean anything to me. 

Question. So generally did you have any sense of whether the First Lady contin- 
ued to be in touch with Mr. Hubbell, or didn’t or did you not know either way? 

Answer. I do not know either way. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge about Mr. Hubbell working out of Mr. 
Cardozo’s office? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know a Michael Berman? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. All right. He was in touch with the First Lady’s Office and people at 
the White House somewhat frequently? 

Answer. Somewhat frequently, yes. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge that Mr. Berman was assisting Mr. Hubbell 
in any way? 

Answer. No, I do not. 

Question. I assume you have no knowledge, then, of anything related to the Lippo 
Group or Mr. Hubbell receiving $100,000 from the Lippo Group? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Have you had any discussions with anybody at the White House about 
Mr. Hubbell working for the Lippo Group? 

Answer. No. 

Question. When any of those articles appeared, did anyone at the White House 
ever comment to you about, gee, I had heard about that, or that is not true, no, 
he didn’t make that much money or make any type of comment in general about, 
first, the allegations, then sort of later the account of Mr. Hubbell making that kind 
of money? 

Answer. Not specifically. There may have been a general discussion as there is 
about the news. 

Question. Can you recall who generally who you discussed that with? 

Answer. Oh, God, I don’t know. It could have been anybody. 

Question. Do you know if you ever spoke with the First Lady about that? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Generally people in your office you would have discussed that with? 

Answer. Oh, I don’t know. It’s so general. I mean, it is just like — you know, be- 
comes kind of a current event, I mean, did you read the newspaper about such and 
such, yes, I read it. 

Question. Were you surprised to read that Mr. Hubbell got upwards of half a mil- 
lion dollars in the year after he left the Justice Department? 

Answer. Nothing surprises me. 

Question. Did anyone ever comment to you about they were surprised? I mean, 
can you think of anyone in particular that ever made a comment one way or the 
other about knowing about anything related to that? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Have you ever discussed any of those matters with Mr. Lindsey? 

Answer. No. 

Bruce Lindsey? 

Question. Bruce Lindsey. 

Answer. No. 

Question. After Mr. Hubbell had resigned from the Justice Department, did you 
have any knowledge about him taking any foreign trips or foreign travel? 

Answer. No, I didn’t. 

Question. Were you in touch with Mr. Hubbell at any time after he left the Justice 
Department? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And do you recall on what occasions those were? 

Answer. I wrote him a letter when he was in — when he went to prison. 

Question. Just as a friend? 

Answer. Yes. 
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Question. Okay. And did you — have you ever contacted him besides that, or did 
he write back? 

Answer. He wrote me back. 

Question. And I don’t want to get into the real details of this, but can you gen- 
erally discuss what you wrote? 

Answer. I think I wrote that I was thinking of him and praying for him, and I 
believe he wrote back what he was reading and — what books he was reading, and 
I am not sure, did I give that letter to you? 

Mr. Dennis. I don’t remember. 

The Witness. Or Ken Starr or somebody. I no longer own my own letter from 
Webb. 

Mr. Dennis. Nothing related to this topic? 

The Witness. No, not at all. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And did you have any other contact with him after that? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Was that then the last contact you had with him was him writing back? 

Answer. I was afraid to. 

Question. Were you aware of any legal defense funds set up from Mr. Hubbell? 

Answer. No, I didn’t think there was a legal defense fund set up for him. I 
thought there was a scholarship fund for his children. 

Question. That is correct. I think there was some family trusts, separate trusts 
set up? 

Answer. I heard about that, yes. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of any efforts of anyone in the White House 
to assist in raising money for those trusts? 

Answer. No, I don’t, not specifically anybody. 

Question. Were you aware of Mr. Hubbell getting contracted to write a book while 
he was in jail? 

Answer. I read about it. I think I read about it in Publishers Weekly. 

Question. And were you ever aware of any discussions at the White House about 
what Mr. Hubbell was writing about in his book? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Any concerns ever expressed about that? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Why don’t we move on to Mr. Chung. Could you tell us when you first 
met Johnny Chung? 

Answer. Very soon after the election, I met him someplace in Washington, either 
at an event or he was introduced to me by someone, but I remember that it was 
very early after the election. 

Question. Okay. Can you describe that meeting? 

Answer. He told me he was very enthusiastic — he was a very enthusiastic gen- 
tleman. He told me that Mrs. Clinton had — this is total paraphrase — that Mrs. Clin- 
ton had made him a success in his business, that she was his inspiration, that she 
had given him advice that, you know, had more or less changed his life. 

Question. And did he describe what that was? 

Answer. I think she wrote him a letter, and I think she — he didn’t say this, but 
I got the feeling he actually talked to her in Arkansas, and I don’t know when he 
had talked to her, but, you know, prior to her becoming First Lady of the United 
States. 

Question. Okay. Have you ever learned from any other source what that meeting 
involved or if that meeting occurred? 

Answer. Well, at some point I talked to Mrs. Clinton, and I related the story of 
having met Johnny Chung and what he had said, and she said that she — once again 
paraphrasing — that she had remembered meeting him, was not aware that she had 
changed his life, remembered meeting him in Arkansas, remembered his energy, 
and remembered that he said that he was going — you know, that he was going to 
work really hard and make a success of himself and of his family, and that she had 
been encouraging, but she had not known that she had become such a figure in his 
life. 

Question. All right. Do you recall if she said she met him in Arkansas? 

Answer. Yes. As I said, I am paraphrasing, but it seems to me, as I remember, 
she met him — she met him in the Governor’s Mansion, I think, in Arkansas. That 
is what I think it was. 

Question. And how did Johnny Chung come to be at the Governor’s Mansion in 
Arkansas? 
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Answer. I have no idea. 

Question. So did the First Lady tell you he had been at the Governor’s Mansion? 

Answer. I believe that is what she said. 

Question. And when you discussed this with the First Lady, did she — did she tell 
you, you know, anything about what he was in business doing or what? 

Answer. No. In fact, she was trying to remember him, but she had remembered 
that there had been this Asian American man and that the name sounded very fa- 
miliar to her, and I kind of told her the story, and it seems to me she tried to re- 
member who he was, had a vague remembrance of him, and that pretty much was 
it. 

Question. All right. Now do you recall in time, like when you — I know you don’t 
recall exactly when you met Mr. Chung, but do you recall in relation to when you 
met Mr. Chung and when you had this conversation with the First Lady if that was 
fairly contemporaneous, like, I met a guy, you changed his life; or did that come 
up later after Johnny Chung had made visits or done whatever? 

Answer. I think it was fairly contemporaneous because, as I said, for some reason, 
I am — one thing I feel very clear about is that I met him early in the administra- 
tion, I just kind of remember meeting him early. And I believe the conversation was 
contemporaneous because it was kind of an interesting, you know, kind of an inter- 
esting tale to tell. I mean, you have a person who says, you changed my life. You 
say something about it maybe. 

Question. Is there anything else about this first meeting you recall, if it was a 
large event or a small event? 

Answer. I really don’t remember, but I just remember the story, and kind of, you 
know, short, stout man who had some difficulty speaking English, but he was a 
character. 

Question. I’m sorry, do you recall if this was or was not a fund-raising event that 
you met him at? 

Answer. I really don’t recall. 

Question. Someplace in Washington, D.C.? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. This is a document we received from the DNC, 1096988 through 89, 
which is a March 28, ’94, Los Angeles Business Journal. And there is a feature arti- 
cle on Mr. Chung, which in the beginning describes him watching the election and 
I guess the debate between George Bush and Bill Clinton in ’92, and that inspires 
him to go to Little Rock and I guess essentially knock on the door, where he met 
the First Lady. 

Does that at all refresh your recollection of anything he told you or the First Lady 
might have told you? 

Answer. Well, that gets to the mansion part. Yes, I — I really didn’t remember that 
he was inspired to go to Arkansas because of the debates. 

Question. And then — but when you had this meeting with him, he did say he had 
gotten a letter from the First Lady or something that inspires him to, or he had 
a discussion with her? 

Answer. It seems like he had a discussion with her, and then I think there was 
a letter that came, or he had written to her, and then there was a letter that came 
back. 

Question. Okay. Were you aware of this letter at the time when you discussed, 
you know, Mr. Chung? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Comstock. Why don’t I make that article Deposition Exhibit No. 27. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-27 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Then this is April 26, 1993, a letter to Johnny Chung from Hillary 
Rodham Clinton, with the White House stamp on it, which reads: 

“Thank you for your letter and my apologies for not getting back to you sooner. 

“It appears from the correspondence you have had with Federal and State offi- 
cials, and the private sector, that you are already on the right track. Nevertheless, 
I wish you good luck with your innovative system.” 

Did you ever see this letter or know about this letter at all? 

Answer. I have seen it in recent times. I mean, I don’t remember seeing it in April 
of 1993. 

Question. Okay. You have seen it at a recent deposition? 

Answer. No, actually, before that. I don’t know what the circumstances were, but 
I have seen this letter before. 
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Question. Do you know if it was in conjunction with compiling documents or try- 
ing to review any matters related to Johnny Chung within the White House? 

Answer. Yes, it could have been. That may be, it could have been. 

Question. Did anyone at the White House ask you to compile documents about 
Johnny Chung in particular? 

Answer. I think at the point of some subpoena, yes. 

Question. And do you recall who asked you to get some of those documents to- 
gether? 

Answer. No. I think it was probably written, and I don’t know who I talked to. 

Question. Did you talk with someone in the Counsel’s Office about the various 
documents? 

Answer. I don’t really believe I had any documents. 

Question. Or documents from the First Lady’s Office? 

Answer. They would have gone directly to correspondence people and people who 
keep her correspondence, but I do remember seeing this letter. 

Question. Would that be Carolyn Huber who keeps the First Lady’s correspond- 
ence? 

Answer. It more probably would be Pam Cecetti, Pamela Cecetti. 

Ms. Comstock. I will make this Deposition Exhibit No. 28. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-28 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Are you aware of Mr. Chung having offices in D.C. for his business? 

Answer. No, I don’t think I was. 

Question. At any time did you learn of him having offices here in Washington? 

Answer. No, I don’t think I knew he had offices in Washington. 

Question. And this is DNC 1786472 through 81, which is a DNC Presidential 
birthday celebration at the Sumner Wells estate, Eort Washington, Maryland. The 
cochair for the events are identified as — Johnny Chung is there with 10 guests, and 
then these records do identify you as attending as one of the VIPs on page 1786479. 

Do you recall attending the President’s ’94 birthday celebration? 

Answer. This is when — I just have to figure this out. Somebody really good was 
there. The long and short of it is I didn’t get to go because I was in a deposition 
that night, so I didn’t go. I think Patti LaBelle sang at that. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. Right, Patti LaBelle. 

Question. Good recall. 

Answer. I remember that because I really wanted to go. 

Question. I think the first WAVEs records that we have of Mr. Chung were in 
July of ’94, and I will get you a set of those. 

Mr. Ballen. Can I take a minute break at this point? 

[Brief recess.] 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Back on the record here. We were just looking at the WAVEs of Johnny 
Chung, and actually, I misspoke. I think the first WAVE we have is February 2nd, 
’94. Do you have any recollection of — you say you recalled meeting Mr. Chung out- 
side of the White House early on. Do you recall when you first had occasion to meet 
with him at the White House or see him at the White House? 

Answer. I don’t remember the first occasion. I don’t remember the first time I saw 
him at the White House. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. Although there was a first time, but I don’t remember the date. 

Question. Okay. Prior to the March 8th and March 9th events, which involved the 
$50,000 check in those events, do you recall having a meeting with him prior to that 
date? 

Answer. Seeing him, yes. 

Question. Do you recall him ever coming by your office? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Prior to that date? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And what would be those occasions when he would come by the office? 

Answer. I don’t think they were any particular occasions. I think he was just 
dropping by to say hello. 

Question. And do you know why he was at the White House and dropping by? 
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Answer. Well, I don’t know why he was dropping by. I mean, I had a sense why 
he was dropping by our office; he liked to come to our office because it was Mrs. 
Clinton’s office. 

Question. Were you aware of other people who he was stopping by and talking 
to? 

Answer. I really didn’t pay any attention to it. 

Question. I am just going to keep the WAVEs as a reference point as we go 
through these other documents. This is an October 11, 1994, letter to Reta Lewis 
from Johnny Chung. It says Reta Lewis, special assistant in political affairs. Do you 
know Reta Lewis? 

Answer. Yes, I do. 

Question. In this letter, he talks about receiving a letter from the President, and 
says: “Due to my busy schedule, I was unable to meet with you during my last trip,” 
and goes on to discuss processes setting up a Washington, D.C., office, “This will 
allow us to work closely together.” 

Did you ever have occasion to talk with Reta Lewis about any contact she had 
with Johnny Chung? 

Answer. I think I once saw Reta with him. I don’t think that we had a conversa- 
tion about Johnny Chung but I once saw Reta with him, and — I once saw Reta with 
him in the hall. 

Question. Just walking down the hall? 

Answer. Yes, I am sure I stopped to talk and 

Question. This is at some point, obviously after you met Mr. Chung, you knew 
who he was, he knew who you were? 

Answer. I can’t say when exactly. I mean, I think he knew who I was. Just from 
our first meeting ever. So I would — this was definitely, I believe, after that because 
I believe I met him sometime in 1993, but I do remember seeing him with Reta. 

Question. In the third paragraph, he says, I also want to inform you that I am 
arranging a meeting for Chairman Y.C. Wang with President Clinton. Chairman 
Wang will be arriving on the 15th of October and staying approximately 2 weeks. 
I am discussing with Mr. David Wilhem regarding the setup of this meeting. 

Do you recall any efforts by Mr. Chung to get a meeting for Y.C. Wang with the 
President? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. Around this time, around the fall of ’94, do you remember any 
discussions with anybody in Political Affairs, Reta Lewis or anybody else, about Mr. 
Chung’s contacts with the White House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. No. 

Question. And prior to the March 8th, 9th, events, do you have any recollection 
of discussing Mr. Chung with other people at the White House prior to that time? 

Answer. No. I wasn’t — it wasn’t a focus of anything. I would see him around and 
he would definitely stop in to the office and sometimes I would see him there, and — 
but he wasn’t the focus of anybody’s conversation. 

Question. And when he would stop by the office, what did he do when he stopped 
by the office? 

Answer. Well, I actually was in my interoffice most of the time, but when I had 
seen him in the office, he would — we would change the pictures or put knew pic- 
tures up of Mrs. Clinton in her travels. They were all over the place. I mean, cer- 
tainly not museum quality but there were loads and loads of pictures of her trips 
and her events and he would love to see the new pictures, and look at them and 
spend a great deal of time looking at them. 

He would then sit in the foyer of the office and he would talk to Evan or talk 
to anyone who was out there. One time I heard him relating to some interns the 
story of meeting Mrs. Clinton, which I think he did quite a bit, and then he would — 
I believe that sometimes he waited for me to come out of my office so he could say 
hello to me or whatever. But he just liked coming there. 

Question. Were you aware of him stopping by other offices, prior to like March 
8th and 9th? Were you aware — do you know how he had gotten in there? I mean, 
did he sort of appear and you wondered how he got in here, who let him in? 

Answer. I never thought about it. 

Question. Were you aware of — did there come a time he was coming and asking 
your office to ask him to let him into the White House? 

Answer. Oh, clearly, yes. 

Question. And how did he go about doing that? 

Answer. Generally, he would call Evan Ryan. 

Question. And what did you tell Evan about him? 
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Answer. I said whenever Mr. Chung calls and he wants to come in, we should 
let him in and we should treat him well. 

Question. And why is that? 

Answer. Because he was a human being and we had a very, I think, was very 
focused on our office being available for people to come into, although I don’t know 
at what point. I also knew he was a managing trustee at the DNC, so — but gen- 
erally, every single person who came through that office, whether they were a con- 
tributor or not was to be accommodated, to be treated well, as well as people should 
bend over backwards and they should tolerate people. As a public office, we kept 
our office open, and if people got past the threshold of, say, the WAVE security and 
were not a security threat, it was in fact a building that belonged to people. 

Question. Did you have a sense that Mr. Chung was coming in and sort of, you 
know, wandering around to see people, stopping in your office, he would get in and 
then kind of linger around? 

Answer. To be quite frank with you, I never thought that much about Johnny 
Chung or what he was doing or was that concerned. If a person was not a security 
threat, I really wasn’t focused on kind of what he did once he was there. 

Ms. Comstock. I would like to make this October 11, ’94, letter deposition Exhibit 
No. 29. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-29 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. In this October 11th letter he talks about getting, I guess, in the second 
to the last paragraph there, getting a political report card from the DNC on eco- 
nomic achievement and how he is going to broadly utilize this. 

Did he ever have discussions about his interaction with the DNC or anjdhing like 
that when he was in your office? 

Answer. About his interactions with the DNC, in general, no. 

Mr. Dennis. I don’t want to become witness in this, but I think it may be impor- 
tant for you to know Room 100 is on the first floor of the Old Executive Office Build- 
ing. It is the only office that the door is constantly open and you can walk that 
whole hallway around and every door is shut, but that door is open, so that really 
people can just walk right in, unannounced, without any particular, you know, res- 
ervation or appointment or anything. It is set up more like a Congressman’s or Sen- 
ator’s office would be, to accept people, constituent service, that sort of thing. So I 
wanted to give you the feel for why someone could just come in and lounge a little 
bit more than they might in one of the other offices. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you recall if Mr. Chung ever provided a reason when he wanted to 
come over, what he said he was doing? 

Answer. Rarely. To my knowledge, no, but I generally was on the — not on the 
original request, and I mean, I generally would get Evan and volunteer someone, 
either yelling into the office or buzzing me or saying that Johnny Chung is outside 
the gates and he would like to come and stop in the First Lady’s office, and I would 
say, let him in, clear him in. 

Question. And do you recall if this was before or after the March 8 events or be- 
fore — if you can place it in time. 

Answer. I can’t place it in time. I was somewhat interested when I talked to 
Ed 

Mr. Dennis. Well, you can’t describe that. Let me put on the record that she has 
of course reviewed the WAVE records and — what she is referring to is the fact it 
appears from the record we saw he was first WAVE’d in by her office around March 
8 or March 9, and prior to that it seemed he was WAVE’d in by other offices, I am 
not sure if she was aware of that, other than prior to looking at the records them- 
selves, but that is based on the records, not her recollection. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And then, actually, you know, given, I mean, the records do reflect the 
first time he was waved in by your office is March 9th, ’95. 

Do you have any knowledge of the people prior to that? You know, when he would 
come by to your office, did he mention a meeting with Brian Foucart or, you know, 
I came here for a Presidential event or something or anything like that? 

Answer. I didn’t really have conversations with Johnny. I mean, mostly, if he got 
me, it was because I was walking out the door and going some place and I would 
pass him by and, of course, I would say hello to him. But all of these offices, with 
the exception, obviously, of those in the West Wing, these OEOB offices are in very 
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close proximity to our office, the Foucart offices is right underneath us. Reta’s office 
at this time was right on the same — down the corridor from us. 

Question. That is Reta Lewis? 

Answer. Reta Lewis. 

Question. Which is reflected on Page 3 of the documents, says having WAVE’d 
him in on August 2nd, ’94, which I believe is the day of the birthday events, also. 

Mr. Ballen. Just so the record is clear, the witness is reading from the WAVE 
record. When you are referring to other offices, these are ones you are referring to 
as you are reading them? 

The Witness. Yes, that is correct. I’m sorry. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Maybe we can go through them and identify some of the offices he had 
been visiting up to that time. You have Mr. Foucart. Do you have any knowledge 
of Mr. Foucart talking to Mr. Chung? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Just tell us generally who Mr. Foucart was and what he did at that 
time? 

Answer. Boy, what did he do at that time. For some reason, I think he was in 
administration at that point in time. The office right below us is one of the adminis- 
trative offices for the building. 

Question. Do you know if he ever asked anyone in the administration office about 
using his blast fax capability, if he talked to anyone at the White House about that? 

Answer. Oh, yes. I don’t know who he talked to, but I remember seeing him with 
Reta Lewis, and her describing his work as blast faxing. 

Question. So your recollection of Reta Lewis having at least — you got the impres- 
sion she discussed his blast fax with her? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And do you know — I guess the second page, EOF 7800, 7-22-94 meet- 
ing — 

Answer. I am not with you on this. Wait a minute, 8663. 

Question. 8708 on top. 

Answer. Oh, wait, I have a couple. Is this it? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. Okay. 

Question. The second page in that grouping, which is 8700. Do you know who An- 
derson is — I’m sorry. You must have a bad copy. I will give you this one instead. 
That one was missing that one page. That is what happened. 

Answer. Okay. 

Question. Do you know an Anderson that was in Room 1 something, 115, or some- 
thing like that? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Then it referred to Lewis. Is it Lewis here on the third page at 8-29- 
94, Room 474? Would that have been Reta Lewis? She was on the fourth floor at 
that time? 

Answer. She is in the political office. Maybe her office, but the main political office 
was on the first floor, down the hall from us, if that is the Lewis. 

Question. Okay. And then the third entry there, it says visitee is POTUS, on the 
South Lawn, presumably an event, and Dickey is the person who requested it. 

Were you aware of any requests by somebody in the social office to get Mr. Chung 
in? 

Answer. It looks like — I mean, I don’t know, but based on this event in time, there 
was probably an event on the South Lawn and Robin Dickey cleared huge numbers 
of people. 

Question. Did you ever have any conversation with Robin Dickey? Did she tell you 
anything about Mr. Chung trying to get into the White House or White House 
events? 

Answer. No. 

Mr. Ballen. Can we ask the question whether the witness is aware if any other 
offices scheduled meetings? 

Ms. Comstock. I am asking her some of these people, if she might know who they 
are. As we are reviewing this, she discussed Miss Lewis. I am trying to identify 
some of the other people who Mr. Chung may have been visiting at the White 
House. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 
Question. Do you know someone named Atta? 
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Answer. No. 

Question. Then on the next page, which is 8-7, it is hard to read it, if that is 88 
or 38, the second entry there is Quinn, requested by Kelly. 

Do you know of him ever meeting Jack Quinn? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Okay. And then down at the bottom of the page is 9-26 entry, the 
visitee is Kristoff. Kristoff is the NSC office. 

Do you recall if Mr. Chung ever, just a meeting, Sandra Kristoff? 

Answer. I don’t even know Sandra Kristoff. I don’t know. 

Mr. Ballen. Counsel, which entry are you referring to? 

Ms. Comstock. The second to the last on the bottom. 

Mr. Ballen. EOF 003738, that says John Huang visit. 

Ms. Comstock. I’m sorry. I am looking at the wrong one. These are mixed in 
here. I want to correct that for the record. That was not Johnny Chung visiting 
Kristoff. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Okay. The next page, John Chung, if that is the same one, is meeting 
with someone named S-H-A-K-O-W, Shakow. 

Answer. I don’t know who that person is. 

Question. And the ones on the bottom. 

And then the next page is 5041, is a meeting with somebody named E-D-E-R, who 
waved him in. 

Answer. I don’t know who that is, either. 

Question. Next entry there on tbe next page is W-O-Z-N-I-A-K, WAVE’d him in 
and the visitee was Mitchell. Do you know who that is? 

Answer. Not that I know. 

Question. And then the last page of this group, which is 5040, somebody Don, is 
that, who WAVE’d him in? 

Answer. It looks like Don over here, too. I don’t know who that is. 

Question. Okay. Then there is a Brown in the next entry. The next entry does 
say Jonathan Chung. I am presuming that that is a mistake there. 

Answer. I’m sorry, I don’t 

Question. Next is 12-20-94, POTUS event, and the residents, do you recall gen- 
erally if Christmas time of ’94, or thereabouts, if Mr. Chung had been at any Christ- 
mas events at the White House or ever told you about anything like that? 

Answer. No, but it wouldn’t surprise me. Those are huge, huge things. 

Question. I think there is going to be a lot of similar names here. Don. Middleton. 
He has requested him in on January 1st, ’95. 

Do you know who Frank Footer is, January 10, ’95? 

Answer. I don’t know that, no. 

Mr. Ballen. Maybe it would be better to ask the witness. 

Ms. Comstock. Yes, see if you recognize any on that page. 

The Witness. Bailey. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 


Question. Brian Bailey? 

Answer. Brian Bailey. 

Question. And deputy chief of staff office? 

Answer. Yes, that is right. 

Question. Okay. Which says, and this is getting us into the March 8 day so we 
might as well go into that area now. 

Could you just describe, to the best of your recollection, the events leading up to 
the receipt of Mr. Chung bringing the $50,000 check to the White House? 

Answer. Yes. I think one of the things that Mr. Chung often asked me when he 
would make his visit would be how can I give to the First Lady, and how can I help 
her, how can I give to the First Lady, I can give to the First Lady. And a number 
of occasions I had suggested to him tbat instead he give to the DNC, that he could 
not give money to the First Lady, he could not give money to the White House, but 
he could give money to the DNC. I don’t recall if I have told him that he could give 
money to the legal defense fund, but those were the — whenever anyone asked me 
where they could give money, I would say, you need to contact the DNC, the Presi- 
dent’s legal defense fund, and I think at some point when the campaign started, I 
would say Clinton/Gore. 

So he asked me, I do not know the dates of this, because I see them actually all 
as kind of separate, separate occasions, but at some point in time, I was, I believe, 
leaving the office and coming out into the vestibule, at which point Mr. Chung en- 
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thusiastically said, I give to the First Lady, I give to the First Lady. I said some- 
thing to the effect of, Johnny, I have told you that you cannot give money to the 
First Lady, you can give to the DNC, and I believe I told him that again and he 
said, I am giving to the DNC, I am giving through you, I give through you, I give 
through the First Lady’s office. I told him again that he should just give it to the 
DNC. He continued to be somewhat insistent. I wanted out. I said, you know, I will 
take it, I will give it to the DNC, and I think our encounter was, I don’t even know 
if it was a minute or a minute and a half. 

Question. And that is all you recall about that? 

Answer. That is all I recall about that actual check giving. 

Question. Do you recall the events leading up to that or Mr. Chung wanting to 
get his friends into the White House, visitors visiting from China that he wanted 
to have? 

Answer. Well, let me tell you what I remember. I don’t remember him wanting 
to get his friends into the White House on that particular day. As I said, I see these 
all as separate incidents, even though the paper now reports them as all together. 
I know at some point in time I was asked probably by Evan to arrange a photo for 
Mr. Chung, or if she could, and I said, yes, that she should, and I also remember 
on a couple of different occasions, where Mr. Chung had asked to go to the White 
House Mess, and Evan had asked me, and I had said, yes, accommodate him, use 
my Mess account. 

Question. So Mr. Chung had used your Mess account? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Prior to the time when you received this check from him? 

Answer. Yes, I believe so, yes. 

Question. And he had brought friends with him to visit the White House? 

Answer. I don’t know who he brought with him, but I know that I had okayed 
him using my Mess account. 

Question. Do you know generally when? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Have you been able to review any documents from your mess — from 
mess records or any accounts or anything like that? 

Answer. Well, those that I still have, but I can’t — I mean, I just don’t know. But 
I do know that there was — at some point before that he’d used my White House 
mess account. 

Question. And on the mess account you got the bill either every other week or 

Answer. Every month or something. 

Question. Do you know who sent that bill out? 

Answer. The White House Mess. 

Question. Does that come out of Gary Walter’s office or is that separate? 

Answer. No, that’s a whole other — different. 

Question. Somebody sets that up and sends it out? 

Answer. Yes, it is totally different. 

Question. And you have maintained those records or you have some of them? You 
don’t know what you have? Or 

Answer. No, I mean, I pretty much — I mean, once I paid them, I never thought 
about them again. 

Question. But prior to this telling Mr. Chung, presented you with a check, he 
had — your recollection is that he had used your mess account for whatever reason? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And you did not — were you aware of who he brought into the White 
House with him? 

Answer. No. I do remember — just another in the series of kind of events is that 
I do remember at one point bowing to a group of people who could not speak 
English, and I could not speak Chinese, and I remember them being out in a hall. 
I don’t know the time, but they were with Mr. Chung, and he presented them to 
me and me to them, and we all bowed. And I do remember that because it stood 
out in my mind as 

Question. Uh-huh. Okay. And, again, can you place that in time before or after 
that check or contemporaneously or if his friends were with him on that day? 

Answer. I really don’t know. I mean, I just kind of all — I mean, I all saw them 
as separate events. 

Question. Okay. Well, leading up to the time when he 

This is a document from DNC 3233326, February 27th, 1995, letter to Richard 
Sullivan from Johnny Chung. Have you seen this before? 

Answer. No, I have not. 

Question. Okay. In this later he’s requesting that Mr. Sullivan — he tells him he’s 
bringing a delegation from China and, as I have mentioned on the phone, their main 
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purpose will be as follows: One, meet President Clinton; two, meet Vice President 
Gore; three, have lunch at the mess; four, tour the White House; five, meet Sec- 
retary Ron Brown. 

Were you aware of any such requests coming from anyone at the DNC offices 
leading up to the March 8th and 9th — actually, can you place in time — if we could 
go back to — you’re saying you remember him, Mr. Chung, being there one day and 
wanting to give you a check. 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. Do you have a general recollection of when it is? Do you have a date 
or time frame? 

Answer. Only what I’ve, you know, read. I really don’t — I really don’t have a sense 
of the time. I mean, I know there was a time that he gave me a check. I know that 
there was a point in time that I bowed to him and Chinese people. I know there 
was a point in time that — that someone asked me, I believe Evelyn, to get a picture. 
And I also — my recollection is that he had gone to the mess on my account at an- 
other time or at least one other time or two other times. But that wasn’t the first 
time I’d heard about Johnny Chung wanting to use the mess. 

Question. Okay. And do you recall, leading up to him coming in and wanting to 
give the check, did he — had Ms. Ryan asked you, you know, anything about him 
being able to get access to the mess privileges or if he could get a picture with the 
First Lady or the President or anything like that? Or any of these items — tour the 
White House or anjdhing like that? 

Answer. Well, I — I mean prior to him brinmng that check, it seems to me that 
we would have accommodated him and probably had at the mess or if he’d asked 
for a tour of the White House or that he’d had other pictures. So that with the ex- 
ception of probably, on this list, meeting the President — I don’t know if he met A1 
Gore or if he met Secretary Brown. I mean, seems to me that prior to 1995, Johnny 
Chung had pretty much done all of this anyway, at least a couple of times. I mean, 
that was my — my recollection. 

Question. Okay. Did you ever see any — the names that are attached here to the 
delegation or any descriptions of these people? Did anybody ever provide with you 
any information like that? 

Answer. I don’t remember seeing — I mean, I don’t know if I saw these names in 
a newspaper or whatever. For some reason, I think I know the people who came. 
I mean, maybe it’s because they gave me card when they bowed, because they did 
give me a card. So seems like I remember this Sun guy was in the delegation. He 
seemed really young. I mean, but I don’t — I don’t remember getting this list of these 
people. 

Question. Prior to getting the check from Mr. Chung, do you recall any conversa- 
tions with Ryan about the day — about a particular day or the day before or close 
in time to when you got the money — of Evan Ryan telling you anjdhing about this 
delegation that he wanted to bring and how big at the White House? 

Answer. I don’t remember — like I said, I don’t remember the delegation. And, once 
again, I don’t see these all as events. 

I do remember that Evan would ask me about clearing in Johnny Chung. I have 
a recollection that Evan asked me about using the mess account, I think on more 
than one occasion, for Johnny Chung. And I do have a recollection that Evan, at 
one point, asked me about a picture with Mrs. Clinton for Johnny Chung. 

I remember all of those things. I don’t see them as occurring all at once; and 
some, I think, happened prior to the time that he brought the check. 

Mr. Ballen. Can I ask you so it is clear, you said he brought the check. Did he 
give you an envelope? Did he give you a check? Did he say what was inside? Did 
you see what was inside? 

The Witness. I knew that when he handed it to me it was a check. I don’t know 
if it was in an envelope or whatever. 

Mr. Ballen. How did you know it was a check? 

The Witness. Because he kept saying — he had something in his hand. He said, 
I give to the — I give to Mrs. Clinton. I give to Mrs. Clinton. And it was the first 
time he ever had an 3 dhing in his hand. He was always sa 3 dng, I want to give. I 
give to Mrs. Clinton. I give to Mrs. Clinton. 

And then I said — I mean, I had a realization at some point it was a check because 
I said, you cannot give to Mrs. Clinton, at which point he said, I’m giving to the 
DNC. I gives — I remember this. It was such an awkward construction — I give 
through you. I give through the First Lady’s office. 

And, you know, and at that point I just — I mean, you know, that it was a check 
for the DNC, that he had somehow — I don’t remember his exact words, but he had 
somehow made clear to me that it was a check for the DNC; and, at that point, I 
thought, okay. I’ll give it to the DNC. 
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Mr. Ballen. Did you look at it or open it? 

The Witness. It’s funny. I think that I — I don’t remember looking at it, but I had 
a sense that it was a $10,000 check. But I don’t know why I had the sense, but 
I thought for some reason it was a $10,000 check. I — I was surprised to learn it was 
$50,000, which I learned kind of around a news inquiry much later. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. But that’s the first time you learned how much money was in it? 

Answer. Right, uh-huh. 

Question. And what did you do with the check after you received it? 

Answer. I think I just put it in my basket, in my out basket, as I had done with — 
you know, we would get checks that came in the mail that would be, you know, for 
Clinton-Gore, for something that didn’t belong. It would come in the mail addressed 
to Mrs. Clinton. I would just put them in the basket; and I assumed that Evan or, 
you know, whoever, whoever took out my basket of things would get the check to 
wherever it needed to go. 

Question. It was a basket that was designed for things to go to the DNC? 

Answer. No, it was my out basket. 

Question. And it was in an envelope at that point? 

Answer. I really don’t remember if it was. 

Question. That’s the last — you put it in your basket, and that’s the last you saw 
of it? 

Answer. I never thought about it again. 

Question. And nobody asked you, what am I supposed to do with this? 

Answer. Well, we had received other checks through the mail. Not just for the 
DNC. There would be checks that would come saying we need to pay off the — take 
this check and pay off the deficit or give this check to Mrs. Clinton. I want her to 
have it to do — I would put — if they got to me, and some did, I would put them, just 
as a matter of routine, in my basket. And Evan or someone would either send it, 
if it was for the DNC, send it back to correspondence if the check had to be returned 
to someone who was trying to give a check to Mrs. Clinton. 

So that — or you got checks that were made out to the Treasurer, and they wanted 
Mrs. Clinton to give it for the reduction of the deficit. We would send it over to the 
U.S. Treasurer. 

So that checks that had come before, I would just put them in the basket and, 
you know, just assume they would get to the right place. 

Question. Was this — you had said that, you know, that he said, I want to give to 
the Eirst Lady. Was this the first time he had said that kind of thing? 

Answer. No, well, no, every time I saw him. Every time I had a chance encounter 
with him, he wanted to give to the First Lady. 

Question. Did you ever mention anjdhing to him about any bills from — regarding 
Christmas parties? 

Answer. No, I don’t recall that. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of anybody in the office — in your office or 
anyone at the White House ever mentioning an 3 dhing about DNC bills for Christ- 
mas parties? 

Answer. To him? 

Question. To Mr. Chung. 

Answer. No, not that I’m aware of. 

Question. Previously, we have been looking at Mr. Middleton’s WAVEs records. It 
appeared you know, when he came into the mess that he had been WAVE’d in by 
someone from your office, that Mr. Chung was not WAVE’d in by anybody from your 
office prior to March 9th. Do you know how, if he had used the mess privileges prior 
to this time, how that came about? If it was done through your office or if it was 
coordinated with somebody else? 

Answer. I don’t. I don’t know. I mean, that’s — I indicated I was surprised this was 
the first time that we had waved in him, since I’d seen him so often before in the 
White House. 

Question. You have specific recollections that you had seen him — that you 
thought — that he had been in there in your office prior to March 8th? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. This wasn’t the 

Answer. The first time that Johnny Chung had ever been in our office? No, no. 

Question. And did you ever have — as you turn to the Sullivan letter from Mr. 
Chung, you never had any contact with anyone from the DNC about Johnny Chung? 

Answer. No. 

Question. At any time? 



229 


Answer. No. 

Ms. Comstock. We’ll make this letter Deposition Exhibit No. 30. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-30 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. This is a February 28th, 1995, letter — I’m sorry. The Bates Stamp Num- 
ber is JCH 15011; and the previous one, the Bates Stamp Number was DNC 
3233326. 

This letter was to Ann McCoy; said, I would like to request your assistance again. 
I am bringing with me the delegation from China. This is a group of very important 
and powerful business leaders from China. They will be in D.C. from March 7th to 
11th, and as usual, please arrange for a tour of the White House. 

Do you have any knowledge of Ann McCoy assisting Mr. Chung? 

Answer. Yes. Worked in the visitor’s office, and she often gave tours to family or, 
you know, anyone who had missed the tour had to come in the day or whatever, 
so she was always giving tours. 

Mr. Dennis. Do you recall this specific 

The Witness. This letter? No. Oh, no. I’ve never seen that letter before, but I 
know Ann McCoy. 

Mr. Ballen. Or that she had given Johnny Chung a tour — that was the question. 

The Witness. Yeah, I think I do recall Ann giving Johnny Chung a tour. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And how do you recall that? 

Answer. For some reason I think that she had — she told me that. Or asked me 
if I knew a Mr. Chung or did I know about him. I — I’m pretty sure I had a conversa- 
tion with her, and she had given him a tour or maybe more than once, even. 

Question. And what had she told you about him? 

Answer. Oh, kind of just that he was a funny sort of man, but, you know, loved 
walking around the White House, and asked me if I knew him, and I said, yes, that 
I knew him, and I thought he was a good guy. 

Question. Okay. Ann McCoy — the document we have been discussing earlier 
today. May 5th, 1994, list which had listed various perks. 

The Witness. I think this is what you 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Yeah, I’m sorry. I was thinking of Ann Stock on here, because Ann 
McCoy’s name is not on here. I wonder, do you know what — that was just her — she 
would arrange for the visitors? 

Answer. Yeah, the visitors office. 

Question. Basic tours? 

Answer. Not just basics. 

Question. This was a different tour than the people — this is the tour that you — 
go-to-the-head-of-the-line kind of tour, see a little bit more? 

Answer. Yeah, there’s at least seven or eight different formulations of tours, and 
the Ann McCoy kind of walk-around is one of them. 

Question. And now, in some of the news accounts have shown, you know, Mr. 
Chung sort of all over the White House. Do you know who was bringing him all 
over the White House in different hallways and in the mess and in the kitchen or 
wherever? 

Answer. In the kitchen? 

Question. I don’t think he was in the kitchen, I think it was in the mess, but he 
was in a lot of different spots. Were those photographers going around on the tour 
with him? Do you know if he had his own photographer with him as he went on 
the tour and took those pictures? Can you do that? 

Answer. I’d have to see the pictures. The only picture that I’ve seen in the press 
is a Christmas picture. And if it’s in the hallway it more than likely is part of a 
large receiving line, because that’s how they’re generally done. So if it is in a hall- 
way or in a room in front of a picture or a tree or something like that, it’s probably 
a receiving line. 

Question. Okay. Then this February 28th letter continues, “I have asked Mr. Rich- 
ard Sullivan, Mr. Eric” — small “L” there “led” — I don’t know if that’s correct — “of 
DNC and Mr. Mark Middleton to assist me in arranging a meeting with President 
Clinton, Vice President A1 Gore, and a lunch at the Mess in the White House.” 

Do you have a recollection of Mark Middleton assisting Johnny Chung at the 
White House? 

Answer. No. No, I didn’t know he knew him. 
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Question. You had no knowledge of Mr. Middleton knowing Johnny Chung? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Are you sure then that Mr. Middleton didn’t ask you to ask help Mr. 
Chung in any way? 

Answer. Oh, no. Mr. Middleton wouldn’t have to ask me to help Mr. Chung. I 
mean, I would have helped Mr. Chung on my own. 

Question. I mean, Mr. Middleton never asked you or said 

Answer. No. 

Question [continuing]. Johnny Chung called me up? 

Answer. No. 

Question. February 28th, ’95, I believe Mr. Middleton had left the White House 
at this point? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did he ever call you up and say, hey, Johnny Chung is asking me to 
get him into the mess 

Answer. No. 

Question [continuing]. Can he go on your account since I’m not there an 3 miore? 

Answer. No, no. 

Question. Nothing like that? 

Answer. No. Huh-uh. 

Question. And do you have any knowledge of — this time frame that he’s working 
on was the March 7th to March 11th time frame when Mr. Chung is writing to Ann 
McCoy asking for assistance? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. But it was the time frame when he ends up arriving at the White House 
with the $50,000 check 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question [continuing]. And — and then also having lunch at the mess with his five 
friends from China. 

So do you know how he ended up asking Ms. McCoy about help with this to com- 
ing to your office? What happened in the interim, if you have any knowledge? 

Answer. No, I mean, what happened in the interim — which interim? 

Question. Well, he’s asking here Ms. McCoy whether or not she can assist with 
lunch in the mess. 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. And then, later in March, he is asking your office to help him with that. 

Answer. Oh, no, I wasn’t aware that he had asked Ann McCoy. 

Question. Do you know if he was turned away or, sorry, we’ll give you the tour, 
but that’s the best we can do? 

Answer. No, I don’t know. Huh-uh. 

Question. Now, just so I can get this clear, you say you recall these as separate 
events so you don’t recall him in this time frame. Do you recall him in this time 
frame, when he gave you the check, having his friends there to go to lunch or for 
a picture or for any event contacted with his friends? 

Answer. See I saw them all as separate events in my head. I see them all, each, 
as separate. I didn’t put them all together. I saw the check as a separate thing that 
happened. I remember meeting his friends, but I did not tie them together. I just 
remember them as individual events. It may or may not be that, but that’s the way 
I remember them. 

Question. Do you have any recollection of Evan Ryan discussing with you any- 
thing about that he wanted this group to be able to come to the mess and get their 
picture with the First Lady and all, and he wanted to know what he could do to 
help the White House or anything like that? 

Answer. No, I mean — as I said before, I recall that if there was a time that Mr. 
Chung made a request, he would make it to Evan, and she would ask me about it. 
I know that she asked me about getting him in the mess and getting a picture with 
Mrs. Clinton, both of which, you know, I tried to accommodate. But not in relation- 
ship to his check or contribution. I mean, he’d been in lots of times before. He had 
lots of pictures before; and he was already a managing trustee, which meant he was 
a contributor. 

Question. And you had recalled the time before when he had come in and used 
your mess privileges before. Did he pay you back or 

Answer. No, I don’t — I don’t recall him — you mean pay me back for the mess? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. Like I said before, I never thought about it. I don’t recall him paying me 
back, no. Like I said, unless Evan got a check from him, he didn’t pay me back. 

Question. Do you recall ever saying anything to Evan Ryan about the check from 
Mr. Chung in any way going towards the DNC Christmas party debts? 
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Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. Do you have any recollection of saying to anyone in your office anything 
about what Mr. Chung’s money would be used for? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you have any idea in your mind what the money that he’d donated 
would be designated to or for? 

Answer. I would have no way of knowing. I mean, there would be no way of desig- 
nating money at the DNC. 

Ms. Comstock. We will mark this February 28 Ann McCoy letter, JCH15011, 
Deposition Exhibit No. 31. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-31 was marked for identification.] 
EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Okay. Have you talked with Ms. Ryan about her recollection of these 
events? 

Answer. No, I have not. 

Question. Has anyone described to you in any way her recollection of these 
events? Has anyone else told you what her recollection of the events is? 

Mr. Dennis. Ms. Williams has had discussions with me, but those discussion 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Aside from your attorneys? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Aside from you remember bowing to a group of people that Mr. Chung 
was with, was that only on one occasion that you recall him welcome a group of 
people? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. You saw them out in the hall somewhere? 

Answer. Yes, near my office. 

Question. Did you have an understanding of what they were doing there at that 
time? 

Answer. No, I just thought they were exactly as he described them, friends of Mr. 
Chung. 

Question. And did he tell you that they were friends, business associates from 
China? 

Answer. Yes, he told me they were from China. That’s right. 

Question. And they couldn’t speak English? 

Answer. Right. 

Question. Did you have an understanding that they were foreign friends? 

Answer. That was my understanding, yes. 

Question. And did you have an understanding that they were at lunch at the mess 
that day that you saw them — or had been? 

Answer. I don’t know if I thought anything about what they were doing. I just 
think I — I mean, I just think I saw them in the hall, saw Johnny Chung, bowed 
and went wherever I was on my way to. 

Question. And when is the next time you recall having any interaction with Mr. 
Chung after you got the — actually, can you place the time where this bowing and 
meeting his friends, whether it was before or after the receiving the check? 

Answer. I just don’t — I don’t know. 

Question. And do you have any knowledge about them having a picture taken 
with the First Lady, that p'oup of people that you thought couldn’t speak English? 

Answer. I don’t know. Like I said, I know that I arranged for a picture with Mr. 
Chung. I don’t know who he took with him, if anyone. 

Question. Can you place in time when you arranged this picture in terms of just 
in relation to when you received money from Mr. Chung? 

Answer. No, I’m sorry. 

Question. Would you know if it is a year apart or 

Answer. Oh, I just don’t — I just don’t know in time. I mean, there’s so many — 
there’s so many pictures I’ve arranged for so many, I just could not — I can’t place 
it. 

Question. To your knowledge, Mr. Chung then did have somebody who — he had 
his picture taken with the Eirst Lady and then whoever else was with him. You just 
know about him having his picture taken; is that right? 

Answer. I was asked to arrange a picture for Johnny Chung. I believe that’s what 
Evan asked me, and I said arrange it. 

Question. Was it your understanding that Evan then arranged the picture? 

Answer. That would generally be my understanding, that Evan would arrange it. 
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Question. And then — did you learn then that that did occur then? That they went 
ahead and arranged 

Answer. Probably never thought about it again. 

Question. And then did you ever have an occasion to have Mr. Chung call and 
ask for his pictures from the First Lady or anything? 

Answer. I don’t believe he called and asked for his pictures from the First Lady. 
I think he probably would have called Evan for his pictures with the First Lady. 
I think the way the photographers may do it is that they take a card after they 
take the picture and mark the date and then send them out. I don’t know quite — 
or send them to our office, one of our offices, saying, you know, attached to the card 
and we might send it out. I don’t know how he got his pictures with the First Lady. 

Question. Do you know if there was ever any issues about don’t send the pictures 
out with the First Lady and Mr. Chung’s friends if there had ever been an issue 
of the pictures that she had taken with Mr. Chung’s friends? 

Answer. No, I believe that there was, as I learned in my deposition, that there 
was an issue about sending Mr. Chung’s picture with the President out, I think. 

Question. Okay. But in regards to the First Lady, have you ever — was there ever 
any discussion about that? 

Answer. I don’t believe so, no. 

Question. Is that a process that ever happens in the First Lady’s office, don’t 
send 

Answer. Rarely. Rarely. I mean I can’t think of an occasion. Unless she looks real- 
ly awful in the picture, I can’t think of why really we wouldn’t send a picture to 
people who had had them taken. 

Question. Or if you find out after the fact that it’s Jorge Cabrerra, that’s a drug 
dealer, with you and somebody says don’t send that picture out, we didn’t know he 
was a drug dealer when he came in? 

Answer. That would be a determination that we would make, but I can’t imagine 
that we would have made that determination with Mr. Chung, he had had so many 
pictures before. 

Mr. Dennis. And that’s with the understanding that this all is hypothetical, right? 

Ms. Comstock. Right. I think Mr. Cabrerra had his picture taken with someone, 
but I have no idea. I think it was the Vice President. I don’t know if he had a First 
Lady picture. I’m just generally talking about — putting that in a hypothetical. 

The Witness. I understand. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. These are the copies of pictures that we received from the White House 
with the 

Answer. With the people who 

Question [continuing]. The people who Mr. Chung brought to the White House on 
March 9th. And I will note for the record there aren’t any dates on these pictures. 
But generally these are the ones, the names. And the names that are on these pic- 
tures, a number of them coincide with the people he had listed on his name list of 
delegation in the February 27th, ’95 letter that he had sent. 

I am not good at pronouncing these names. I just notice the first name on the 
name list of delegation on DNC 3233327 is the name of the person in the picture 
that’s reflected on EOP 029612. And 

Mr. Ballen. Is there a question for the witness about this? 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Well, I just wanted to sort of establish that these were the same people, 
so I’m not asking you in a vacuum. I think Wang Ren-Zhong, who is the last picture 
in this group, EOP 129165 is represented as number 4 here on his name list of dele- 
gation. The third picture, Huang Jichun, J-I-C-H-U-N, is also on the list as number 
3 on the name list of delegation, and then there’s a second page, EOP 029613 has 
a Yan Sanzhong, and I don’t know if that — I don’t see that exact spelling there. I 
don’t know if that is any different spelling on one of these names on here. They 
often have different — sometimes there’s different spellings, like when we talked 
about Mr. Ng Lap Seng before, he goes by Mr. Wu also. 

But three of the names do line up with the people that he had wanted to bring. 
And I was wondering if that refreshes your recollection in terms of in connection 
with this donation and giving to him, you know telling you about his friends that 
he wanted to bring and who they were, and you know, why they wanted to have 
their picture with the First Lady, if that helps you in being able to place these 
things in time at all? 
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Answer. No, in my mind, the check that he gave had nothing to do with the pic- 
ture or the mess or the tour, because we had a history of doing these things for 
him anyway. 

Question. So there were from previous events he had had pictures at Christmas 
events and things of that sort? 

Answer. He’d had tours, he’d eaten in the mess. I mean, there — and they seem 
unrelated to it. 

Ms. Comstock. I’d like to make these pictures Deposition Exhibit Number 32. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-32 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Did Mr. Chung ever invite you or anyone else in the White House to 
your knowledge on any trips to China? 

Answer. Invite us to China? He was always inviting us to China. 

Question. And what did he 

Answer. Just, come, I will show you China. 

Question. Did he ask you, if he was able to take you on trips or take you — take 
people from the White House, pay for their trips to China or do anything like that? 

Answer. No, huh-uh. 

Question. Was he ever giving you any gifts or providing any things for you to your 
office? 

Answer. He brought to our office three sweaters. 

Question. And who were those for? 

Answer. The President, Mrs. Clinton, Chelsea and I think he brought a sweater 
for me. But we did what we normally do, just turned it all over to the gift unit. 

Question. Okay. I will show the witness EOF 63825. And directing your attention 
to 63829 in this grouping. 

Answer. 63 

Question. 829. Would these be the — these reflect — 63831 and 32 reflect donor in- 
formation with a gift intended for the President from Johnny Chung and the First 
Lady from Johnny Chung, and the date is March 9th, 1995, the same day reportedly 
the check was provided? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. Do you recall him giving you the sweaters and the check at the same 
time? 

Answer. No, no. 

Question. And this indicates that these sweaters were handed to Margaret Wil- 
liams? 

Answer. No, I remember that. 

Question. You remember the sweaters? 

Answer. I do remember the sweaters. 

Question. But you don’t remember the sweaters occurring on the same day as the 
check? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. And then could you just describe the process that you go through 
on the gifts? That is reflected here in this group of documents? 

Answer. I would hand them to Evan and she or an intern or a volunteer would 
fill out a gift form. There’s a gift form that offices have. And then they would send 
it up to the — or wherever it is, the White House gift unit. The White House gift unit 
would then take them and send out a thank you note. And then they — I don’t know 
quite how they do it, but they dispose of the gifts in some way. I don’t know what 
they do with them. 

Question. Okay. And do you know what you did with your sweater? 

Answer. No, I gave — everything I had I gave to them. Even staff. Staff gifts 

Question. We didn’t — these are part of the documents we just received last night, 
so the only two we have or have been able to locate, and since we haven’t — we’ve 
only had them since last night we got this donor information for the President and 
the First Lady? 

Answer. We received one for Chelsea. 

Question. And then one for you? 

Answer. Yeah, I’m pretty sure that was it. But even staff gifts go straight to the 
gift unit. 

Question. Okay. 

Question. And then the 63829 document, which has a thank you note to Mr. 
Chung, do you know whose handwriting is reflected on that? 

Answer. No, but it looks like it says gift unit draft. It’s whoever works in the gift 
unit. 
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Question. So they would just write the thank you letters? 

Answer. They would take care of the letter and everything, yeah. 

Question. And would those he signed hy the President then? 

Answer. Well, yeah, this — this reads gift unit draft of Bill Clinton letter. 

Question. Okay. And so 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question [continuing]. Do you know if you wrote any note to Mr. Chung after re- 
ceiving the sweater? 

Answer. No, no, I didn’t. They handle all of this. 

Mr. Ballen. When you say signed by the President, would it be signed by an auto 
pen? 

The Witness. Auto pen. 

Mr. Ballen. It’s not something that the President would sign personally? 

The Witness. No, auto pen. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. EOP 063828, the page before that, is the letter that goes out to Mr. 
Chung from the President signed by the auto pen or however? 

Answer. Right. 

Question. And then there’s a cc on here. Is that you got cc’d on these so that you 
knew? Is that the process? 

Answer. Right. It’s just that if they were handed to me, or whomever, they would 
cc, so that you knew that the — a letter had gone out. 

Question. Okay. And then the page previous to that, EOP 63827, a March 12th, 
’95, there’s gift of a large heart-shaped piece of jade with stand, which apparently 
was presented during the radio address. Did you learn about that? 

Answer. No, I wasn’t there. 

Question. And do you know any of the handwriting on this sheet or is this from 
the gift office? 

Answer. This looks just like the gift register. 

Question. None of that handwriting is anybody from your office that you know of? 

Answer. Huh-uh. 

Question. Okay. And the first page of this EOP 63825. It says per Betty. Do you 
know, there’s a Betty Currie in the President’s office. Do you know was she the per- 
son who would ordinarily handle sort of these gifts if they were presented directly 
to the President? 

Answer. Yeah, I imagine so. I mean I don’t know. She’s in that office though. I 
don’t know if she has assigned any work. 

Question. Do you know whose handwriting this is on this note? 

Answer. No. 

Question. It indicates Johnny Chung’s friends presented this on his behalf when 
they visited with the radio address. And it says they don’t know the friends’ names? 

Answer. Right. 

Question. Did anyone ever come back to you after the radio address and say who 
were those guys with the President, we need to write a letter and find out who they 
are? 

Answer. No, no. 

Ms. Comstock. We’ll make that Deposition Exhibit Number 33. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-33 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Now, you had indicated the letter — the pictures with the First Lady 
that we reviewed, those generally would just go out when they came back in and 
you had no knowledge of in this case them being held up in any way or any issues 
that arose about them? 

Answer. The only — as I said before, the only issue I think there was was about 
the President’s pictures with them at the radio address. 

Question. And your testimony is that you only learned of that in the press ac- 
counts this year or did you — at the time did you learn that there were any issues 
with the NSC holding up pictures with the President? 

Answer. Yeah, yeah, I think I knew about it at the time. 

Question. Oh, could you tell us about that? 

Answer. Just that I — just that I knew about it. I mean, I couldn’t be helpful. I 
only knew that they were held up. Somebody called me from the NSC. 

Question. And what did they ask you about? 
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Answer. I don’t know if someone called me or I called somebody. Think Johnny 
Chung asked me to get — he hadn’t received pictures from the radio address that he 
had attended. 

Question. Okay. What did he tell about that? 

Answer. I don’t know. Just that he hadn’t gotten them. 

Question. Did he tell you who — you know, who had 

Answer. I don’t remember. 

Question. Did he just complain, you know, where are my pictures? 

Answer. Yeah, pretty standard. 

Question. Were you aware of him calling the office and asking for the pictures? 
Answer. I don’t know. For some reason I have a sense that he — I mean there’s 
something about him not getting his pictures, the pictures from the President. 
Question. And you remember personally talking with him about that? 

Answer. I don’t know if a person talked to him about it. 

Question. No, do you remember talking to him about the pictures? 

Answer. I don’t know if I talked to him about it or someone told me about it. I 
mean, I could have talked to him, I don’t know. 

Question. This is some phone messages from April of ’95. The first one is April 
3rd to Evan from Johnny Chung. It says re: pictures? 

Answer. Uh-huh. Excuse me. 

Question. Actually he called for Gina, who wasn’t here, and then he asked for you. 
Can you tell us who Gina is? 

Answer. Yeah, she was an intern of ours. 

Question. And did she deal with Mr. Chung? 

Answer. Oh, yes, uh-huh. 

Question. And what can you tell us about Gina’s interactions with Johnny Chung? 
Answer. Well, she was there during the periods he was popping in, and he also 
offered her a job which she took for a short time in China. I think China. 

Question. Is that Gina Ratliffe, is that her name? 

Answer. I don’t know her last name. 

Question. And your recollection is that she took a job with him in China? 

Answer. I think it was in China or that she was definitely going to China or 
maybe that she started out in California. 

Question. Do you have a knowledge about her working in the office in D.C. here 
for him? 

Answer. No, I don’t remember that. But I know that she worked for him. I don’t 
know where he worked. I didn’t know there was an office in D.C. 

Question. Do you recall when she worked for him? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Now in this memo, this phone message of April 3rd, 1995, indicates that 
he called for Gina. Presumably she’s still there at that time? 

Answer. Yeah, I don’t know. 

Question. Do you know generally if it was ’95 or ’96 when she left to work for 
him? 

Answer. I — I have no idea. 

Question. And do you know what she was going to be doing for Mr. Chung? 
Answer. No, I have no idea. 

Question. Did you talk with her at all about going to work for Mr. Chung? 

Answer. I definitely encouraged her to talk to her — I think her mother about it 
before making such a move, but she seemed very enthusiastic about it. 

Question. And how old was she, if you recall generally? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. In her 20’s? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. Young gal? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. And do you know where she is today? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you have any idea what happened to her after she worked for Mr. 
Chung? 

Answer. I don’t think she kept working for him. 

Question. Do you know what happened with that job? 

Answer. I know she left. She complained that he did not pay her. 

Question. At all? 

Answer. I don’t know at all, but didn’t pay her some money. 

Question. Okay. Did you think that was strange? 

Answer. I thought it was awful. 

Question. Did you ever talk with him about it? 
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Answer. Oh, yeah. 

Question. And what. 

Mr. Ballen. To who about it? 

The Witness. Ever talk to Mr. Chung about it? Yes. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And what were your discussions? 

Answer. It was just that if he owed her money, he should pay her because it was 
the right thing to do. And I was very unhappy. And I said I’m very unhappy about 
this, you know, something, too, like I thought much more of you. If you owe her 
money, you should pay her. 

Question. Can you recall generally when this conversation occurred? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Was it — presumably it was some time after April 3rd, ’95, if 

Answer. Could be. I don’t know. Whenever she told me, and I don’t know if she 
told me or Evan told me. But, you know, I knew and the next time I saw Johnny 
Chung, you know, I told him that this was not the way to operate. 

Question. And what was his response? 

Answer. I think I maybe petrified him a little bit. 

Question. Why so? 

Answer. Because I was — you know, I think that he was much more used to a 
kinder, gentler Maggie, but I was very unhappy if he had mistreated her, and I said 
that’s just the wrong thing to do. That’s not a fair thing to do, you know, I would 
expect so much more of you. 

Question. And what did he say? 

Answer. I’m sure it ended up with him saying he was going to pay her. 

Question. And do you know if he did in fact do that? 

Answer. I believe that he did, because I didn’t hear any more from Evan about 
it or Gina and I would have heard something else from Evan, I imagine. 

Question. Do you know, did you just run into him at the White House somewhere, 
or how this occurred, this conversation, this situation? 

Answer. I think he was on one of his visits, one of his pop-in visits. 

Question. Now at this time, you were aware that he was a managing trustee, 
right? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. Did you find it strange that he wasn’t paying his employees, someone 
who was giving large amounts to the DNC but won’t pay his employees? 

Answer. No, that was really not the connection that I made. I mean at that mo- 
ment, him being a managing trustee had very little to do with my disappointment 
in him. 

Question. No, but in the sense that he — a managing trustee generally is someone 
who presumably has some means and money. Would that be a fair assumption? Or 
is that how you would think of someone, that they are not someone who is scraping 
by? 

Answer. I did not have any thoughts, quite frankly, about him being a managing 
trustee or if he could pay her or not pay her. Eor me the issue was very simple. 
If he had had only two sticks to rub together, if he had promised to pay her, the 
fair thing to do was to pay her, whoever he was. 

Question. You said — I’m sorry, the word you used was — he was used to a kinder, 
gentler Maggie? 

Answer. Yeah, I think he was kind of a little bit startled, but I just felt it was 
not a good thing to treat a young person unfairly. 

Question. And so you don’t know what happened after that with Gina? 

Answer. I believe I would have heard if I had not been successful in making my 
point to him. 

Question. So that as a result of your talking to him, that Gina got paid? 

Answer. I cannot say directly, but I can say I do not think it hurt. 

Question. Did you mention to anybody else that he hadn’t been paying Gina? 

Answer. No, I didn’t think that it needed to go beyond that. I’d spoken to him, 
and if the matter was resolved, which I assumed it was or I would hear it dif- 
ferently, it was over. 

Question. Do you know how much she was supposed to be paid? 

Answer. No, I didn’t know any of the particulars. 

Question. Was she a paid intern or a volunteer? 

Answer. She was a volunteer. 

Question. So when she was in the Eirst Lady’s office she wasn’t get any salary 
or was she getting paid by the DNC or anybody? 



237 


Answer. Oh, no, she wouldn’t — I believe she was just a straight volunteer. 

Question. Okay. So when she left to go work for him, she was leaving an unpaid 
job to go 

Answer. Get a paying job. 

Question. And do you have a sense generally of how long she stayed there? 

Answer. I just never focused on it. 

Question. Aside from hearing that she wasn’t getting paid, did you hear anything 
else about her job? 

Answer. No, I never — I mean, I really never thought any more about it there. We 
get lots of interns passing through our shop, but these were the two things I heard 
about Gina. 

Question. Prior to when Gina left, do you know how long she had been at the 
White House? 

Answer. I — I don’t know. 

Question. And after she left and she was working for Mr. Chung, did she ever call 
to try to get appointments or setups or anything or use her mess privileges with 
Mr. Chung? 

Answer. I have no idea. Not that I knew. 

Question. Did you continue to — despite this somewhat being upset with him for 
not pa 3 dng Gina, did you continue to allow him to get into the White House if he 
would call? Did you ever say anything to Evan about let’s not let him in any more 
or 

Answer. You know, probably not. I’m the kind of person that once a situation is 
resolved, I believe that nobody is perfect and many times people just need to have 
a situation brought to their attention so that they can handle it in the right way. 
And after that’s done, everything is fine. 

Question. Did — when you discussed this with Mr. Chung and you indicated, you 
know, that you didn’t think — you know, that you expected more of him and things 
like that, did you ever mention anything about the First Lady would be dis- 
appointed or that — anything about 

Answer. No, no, I was — I was confident in my own right that I could say these 
things to him. 

Question. And you knew he thought highly of you, and 

Answer. Well, I don’t know. 

Question [continuing]. And wanted access to you? 

Answer. I don’t know whether or not he thought highly of me or not. I don’t know 
what he thought. But I do know that I felt confident that as a person who could 
see clearly the difference between what was wrong and what was right with respect 
to this young person, I certainly felt I could speak to the issue. 

Question. Okay. And then continuing on the pictures then, after the call, there’s 
a call to Gina on 4/3, then there’s a call to Evan on 4/1 from Irene at AISI. Do you 
recall an Irene from his office ever calling 

Answer. I don’t remember. 

Question [continuing]. Asking about pictures? It could be a 4/4 there, it’s difficult 
to read. And then there’s another message on 4/7. I’m not clear there if it’s Marge 
or Maggie. Because some of his visits were to Marge Tarmey, so I don’t know. This 
is 59029 and it is a 4/7 phone message. It’s Irene and Johnny Chung’s office, AISI 
and it has a 3 10 number. I don’t know if that’s California or 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Do you recall calling him in his California office or discussing 

Answer. I don’t 

Question [continuing]. The pictures with him? 

Answer. I don’t know if I talked with him in person, if I talked to him on the 
phone, if Evan talked to me about it, but I remember that there was an issue about 
his pictures. 

Ms. Comstock. We will make that Deposition Exhibit Number 34. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. MW-34 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. You have previously discussed that you did hear about the President’s — 
the pictures with the President from the radio address which had been, I guess, on 
April 11th. That you had heard that the NSC had some questions. Could you just 
describe in a little bit more detail, you know, what — how you learned what the NSC 
had any issues about — the pictures of Mr. Chung’s friends? 

Answer. I don’t know if I called the NSC. If I asked Evan to call the NSC, and 
said — I mean, basically, the NSC is, as a unit, not very talkative, but I would say 
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that my indication from them was that they preferred not to send the pictures with 
the President to Johnny Chung. 

Question. And why was that? 

Answer. I really don’t recall what the reason was, but it was clear that they — 
I don’t know if they told me a reason or they said they preferred not to. 

Question. Do you recall who you talked to then? 

Answer. No, I mean, the NSC, their office. 

Question. Do you know if you — I guess have you seen this e-mail? 

Answer. Only in the last deposition. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. I have never seen it before. 

Question. The way these read is the first e-mail is on the bottom of the page and 
I believe — actually, the timing looks different, actually, maybe the top one is the 
first. So I will start at the top. 

Okay. I am a little confused here because the time on the e-mail makes it look 
like the top one is earlier than the bottom one, yet the bottom one seems to — and 
the top one seems to be responding to the bottom one, but at any rate, why don’t 
we start at the bottom. 

Mr. Ballen. In any case, the first time she saw these was at a deposition. 

Ms. Comstock. That is fine. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you know Melanie or Brooke Darby at all? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if you ever talked with her, if this is a person — if you 
talked to a man or woman in the NSC, if you recall if it was male or female? 

Answer. I don’t know. I mean, I called the NSC. I don’t really recall. Like I said, 
I just don’t recall. I only recall the gist of it. 

Question. Okay. And the portion from Brooke Darby reads: 

“An odd situation on which I need some guidance for the President’s office asap: 

“A couple weeks ago, late Friday night, the head of DNC asked the President’s 
office to include several people in the President’s Saturday radio address. They did 
so, not knowing anything about them except they were DNC contributors. 

It turns out they are various Chinese gurus and the POTUS wasn’t sure we’d 
want photos of him with these people circulating around. Johnny Chung, one of the 
people on the list, is coming in to see Nancy Hernreich tomorrow and Nancy needs 
to know urgently whether or not she can give him the pictures. Could you please 
review the list asap and give me your advice on whether we want these photos float- 
ing around? FYI, these people are major DNC contributors and if we can give them 
the photos, the President’s office would like to do so.” 

Mr. Ballen. Is there any purpose in reading this? 

Ms. Comstock. So we know what we are talking about for the record. 

Mr. Ballen. The witness indicated she never seen this before. 

Ms. Comstock. She also testified she talked to somebody in the NSC about it. 

Mr. Ballen. So. 

Ms. Comstock. And we can go through documents to refresh the recollection of 
a witness who has testified that she has talked to people about the NSC. 

Mr. Ballen. Then ask if this document refreshes her recollection. 

Ms. Comstock. You can ask your questions during your time and I will ask the 
questions I would like to during my time. 

Mr. Ballen. We have been here for 8V2 hours now asking questions. We need to 
have consideration for the witness’ time in terms of getting to the point. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Back on the record. Do you recall talking to Nancy Hernreich in the 
President’s office about the pictures of Johnny Chung’s friends? 

Answer. I don’t recall talking to her. 

Question. Okay. The memo here says that Johnny Chung was going to go in to 
see Nancy Hernreich. Do you recall if he told you he was going to go in and see 
Nancy Hernreich about the pictures? 

Answer. No. 

Question. What is your knowledge of how Mr. Chung got the pictures? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. You have no knowledge of how he ended up with them? 

Answer. No, I don’t. I don’t remember. 

Question. Okay. 
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Answer. I don’t. I mean, did he get them. 

Question. I believe those are the pictures that we had referred to earlier. The pic- 
tures of his friends were the ones who had been there in the radio address, with 
the First Lady? 

Answer. Well, I mean, I don’t know if he got them. 

Mr. Dennis. These are pictures of Mrs. Clinton, not of the President. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Okay. This is a DNC, Office of the Chairman, memo to Johnny Chung 
from Carol Khare, K-H-A-R-E, regarding photo, and the comments on here are: “The 
White House assures me that you now have the pictures, hurray. If you don’t, give 
me a call. Have a good trip,” and that is fax date 4-11-95 on the top. 

Answer. Can we go off record for a second? 

[Brief Recess.] 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Back on the record. Returning to the Suettinger and Darby e-mail, do 
you recall any — other than you talked to somebody in the NSC, do you recall any 
other exchanges within the White House about these NSC concerns? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Question. And you had indicated that you thought the NSC didn’t want to send 
him the pictures? 

Answer. That was my sense, yes. 

Question. And is your testimony that you don’t know whether or not it was — how 
it was resolved? 

Answer. Right. 

Question. So you didn’t know whether or not he ever got his pictures? 

Answer. No. 

Question. He never asked you again or? 

Answer. No, I only remember that one instance, and if the NSC said they pre- 
ferred not to, I didn’t do anything else past that 

Question. Okay. 

Answer [continuing]. That I can recall. 

Question. Okay. These are two letters. One is to Don Fowler and one is to you 
from Mr. Chung. They are similar letters. Is that your feix number, [redacted]? 

Answer. Right. 

Question. Okay. And do you recall receiving this from Mr. Chung? 

Answer. Could be. This may be how I heard or got the request that he didn’t get 
the pictures. 

Question. Okay. Do you know if you would have kept a document like this? 

Answer. A feix, no. 

Question. A letter from Mr. Chung asking about these? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. In the letter, it says, “I have an important issue here that needs 
your assistance. As you always know, I am 100 percent supportive of the First 
Lady’s office, always delighted to work with the DNC on every occasion,” and then 
he goes on to discuss the business delegation, trying to get the pictures and he says, 
“I have learned from Mr. Richard Sullivan at the DNC, National Security Counsel 
is holding on to those pictures.” 

Do you know an 3 d;hing about how he learned — how Richard Sullivan learned of 
the pictures being held up? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever talk to Mr. Sullivan? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know of anybody at the White House who talked to Sullivan? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know who from the DNC was in touch with people at the White 
House to get pictures, when DNC people tried to get pictures? 

Answer. I think it varied from office to office. It probably depended on the event 
or 

Question. Do you know — so you don’t know if Mr. Sullivan ever called anyone in 
your office? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And in the second paragraph, he says, “If we are going to get our pic- 
tures taken with the President, you know, we should be courteous enough to let 
them have the pictures.” 
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Did he ever express anything like that to you about, you know, we are going to 
take our pictures and, you know, they are my friends and then you are not giving 
me my pictures? 

Mr. Dennis. This is a letter addressed to her. 

The Witness. This letter is addressed to me. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. That is what I am saying, do you remember discussing that with him? 

Answer. You mean verbally? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did he ever indicate that, you know, he needed to take the pictures with 
him to China, which is reflected in the next sentence? 

Answer. Only here. 

Question. And then he closes with saying, “I look forward to seeing you this week- 
end at Mr. Steven Spielberg’s party. Thank you again for everything.” 

Did you in fact see him at a Steven Spielberg party? 

Answer. No, I wasn’t invited to a Steven Spielberg party. 

Question. I am assuming he means the producer, which is misspelled. 

Answer. I understand that, but, no. 

Question. And the other letter that he wrote to Mr. Fowler is, Donald Fowler, 
Chairman of the DNC, is essentially similar. 

Do you know if Mr. Fowler talked to anybody in your office about getting these 
pictures from Mr. Chung? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Comstock. I would like to make the April 5th letter to Don Fowler — I’m 
sorry. Why don’t I make the e-mail we were previously discussing, the Suettinger 
e-mail, Deposition Exhibit No. 35, and then the April 5th letter to Fowler, Deposi- 
tion Exhibit 36, and the April 5th letter to you from Mr. Chung, to Margaret Wil- 
liams from Mr. Chung, make that Deposition Exhibit No. 37. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. 35 was marked for identification.] 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. 36 was marked for identification.] 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. 37 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And then we had previously shown you, I think it was before we went 
off the record, the DNC fax to Johnny Chung. This is Johnny Chung, JCH 1251, 
which it says, “The White House assures me you now have the pictures.” 

Do you know of anybody in your office being in touch with Carol Khare at the 
DNC? 

Answer. No, and I don’t know who she is. 

Question. You don’t know who she is; you never talked to her? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. 

Ms. Comstock. I will make that Deposition Exhibit No. 38. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. 38 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And this is a March 28th, 1995, memo from Betty Currie. It is a re- 
dacted — it appears to be a redacted memo. It is not marked as redacted, but por- 
tions of it appear to be missing. But number two here, the only part on here, talks 
about, Ceandra Scott called, said she was concerned about Johnny Chung. 

Do you know who Ceandra Scott is at the DNC? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you know who she is? 

Answer. Yes. She worked in the chairman’s office at the DNC. 

Question. Okay. And does Betty Currie normally do memos for the President at 
the White House? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Or does she do them for — besides — I mean, she is the President’s sec- 
retary, is that correct, and in his personal office? 

Answer. Yes, but I don’t know how they are arranged. 

Question. Okay. I am wondering, do you know, aside from the President, anybody 
that Betty Currie does work for or writes memos to? 

Answer. I don’t — I really don’t know 

Question. Okay. 

Answer [continuing]. How they arrange their work. 



241 


Question. Did you ever have any conversation with Ceandra Scott about Johnny 
Chung? 

Answer. Not that I can recall. 

Question. Do you know if anyone in your office did? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Have you seen this document before? 

Answer. Prior to my deposition. 

Question. In a previous deposition or in reviewing documents prior to that? 

Answer. At a deposition. 

Question. And I don’t mean to go into if you discussed documents with your attor- 
ney. 

Answer. At a deposition I saw this. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. And 

Question. But the memo indicates she stated that we should have called them 
prior to their coming to the radio address, and I guess “them” meaning the DNC. 
Ms. Scott works at DNC in the chairman’s office? 

Answer. Yes, she does work there. 

Question. Do you recall any discussions that you should have called the DNC be- 
fore allowing these folks to go to the radio address? 

Answer. I couldn’t make any sense of what she meant. 

Question. So where she is saying here, apparently, they were in Maggie’s office 
when requests came, and Maggie said she didn’t know but to contact DNC, you 
don’t know 

Answer. I don’t know what she meant by this. 

Question. And you had no discussion with anybody that allows you to make any 
sense of this document? 

Answer. I have read it over several times. I don’t quite know what they mean, 
“when requests came” and “Maggie said she didn’t know but to contact DNC.” I 
mean, I don’t know. 

Question. Did the radio addresses normally get set up by the DNC, who would 
go on the radio addresses? 

Answer. No, but I think that the DNC, as I said before, can certainly, you know, 
recommend people they would like to come to the radio address, as anyone can. 

Ms. Comstock. Okay. I will make this EPO 55492, the March 28 current memo. 
Deposition Exhibit 39. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. 39 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Now I have given you this March 6, ’95 memo to Bobby, which was 
Bobby Watson, from Richard Sullivan, and it discusses Johnny Chung trying to get 
work from the DNC. Did you have any knowledge about him, his blast fax being 
used at the DNC? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Had you seen this document before? 

Answer. This is the first time I have ever seen it. 

Question. And in this document they discuss AISI, Mr. Chung’s company, as used 
by many political clients, including Governor Chiles and Senator Kennedy and oth- 
ers. Did Mr. Chung ever tell you Senator Kennedy or Governor Chiles used the sys- 
tem? 

Answer. Not that I remember. 

Question. Okay. And so you have no knowledge about him getting this contract 
at all? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Comstock. Make that Deposition Exhibit No. 40. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. 40 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And just returning to when Mr. Chung gave you what — what you recol- 
lect of him giving you a check, you did not know the amount of the check at that 
time? 

Answer. No. 

Question. You didn’t open the envelope — or you don’t recall if it was in an enve- 
lope? 

Answer. I don’t recall. 

Question. But you had some recollection you thought it was $10,000? 

Answer. For some reason, I thought it was $10,000. 
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Question. And do you recall him giving you any note with the check or anything 
like that? 

Answer. No. 

Question. He has indicated that the note, it said something like, “I do what I can 
to help,” something to that effect. Do you recall him giving you any type of note 
like that? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of how Mr. Chung would know anything 
about debts that the DNC owed for White House Christmas parties? 

Answer. I don’t know. It would — I mean, I don’t know. 

Mr. Dennis. Don’t speculate. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. You never discussed that with him? 

Answer. With Johnny Chung? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. No. 

Question. And this is a memo to Margaret Williams to Gary Walters of March 24, 
1995, regarding unpaid bills for collection issued by the executive residence at the 
White House for fiscal years ’94 and ’95. Did you deal with Mr. Walters on these 
type of bills? 

Answer. Yes. 

Mr. Ballen. She testified to this already. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you recall receiving this memo? I’m sorry, you have my copy again. 

Answer. I don’t recall this one specifically, but as I testified, I said from time to 
time he would talk to me or give me a memo. 

Question. This is DNC document 3078128 through 31. Do you recall on or around, 
you know, late February, early March of 

’95, discussing the bills with Mr. Walters? 

Answer. I don’t recall the specific time, but as I said, you know, from time to time 
I would get a memo or I would see him and he would tell me about it, and I would 
talk to him about it and say I will call somebody at the DNC or, as I said before, 
I would tell Mr. Ickes, “I think they should pay their bills” or, you know. 

Question. And do you know what Mr. Ickes would do? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And so you would — Mr. Walters would — do you know where in the proc- 
ess he would — he is writing you a memo here. Was this after having had a number 
of discussions with you about it, or if he had talked to others, or where in the proc- 
ess of the sort of efforts to collect on the bills that this memo may have come, if 
you know? 

Answer. I mean, I don’t know if he had a process or any kind of timing around 
writing a memo or talking to me about it, about the bills. I don’t think it is an3dhing 
that he had a planned time or process. 

Mr. Dennis. I will just make a note that on this document there are a number 
of instances in which the bill had not been submitted, no address, question mark, 
DNC. I will just bring that to your attention. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. But in early 1995, were you aware of the DNC — you said they had been 
habitually late in paying bills. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Were you aware of them not having paid Christmas bills? 

Answer. Whatever Mr. Walters had alerted me to, I knew that they hadn’t paid. 

Ms. Comstock. I will make that Deposition Exhibit No. 41. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. 41 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Then this is another document, DNC 3080883 through 6, which was im- 
mediate attention, a fax from the White House to Joe Sandler from Jodie Torkelson. 
Can you tell us who Jodie Torkelson is? 

Answer. I don’t know what her title was, but she was ahead of administration at 
the White House. 

Mr. Dennis. I think this is your copy again. 

Ms. Comstock. Sorry. Thank you. 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you know, the previous memo we reviewed had not been sent to 
Jodie Torkelson. Do you know why Jodie Torkelson by August of ’95 had been 
brought in and memoed on this from Mr. Walters, if you had any discussion with 
Mr. Walters about that? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if you had any meetings with Ms. Torkelson and Mr. Wal- 
ters about these matters? 

Answer. I don’t know if we had a meeting. I was aware that Jodie, obviously 
aware that she received it, since I see her name here. But I would just be specu- 
lating as to why they went to Jodie. 

Question. Directing your attention to — it actually was on the previous document, 
on the third page of it, the March memo from Mr. Walters, and on the third page 
of this memo there is an indication that there was a partial payment of $198,714.56 
made on March 15, 1995 for various events up to that time, apparently, that were 
overdue. 

Mr. Ballen. Counsel, where on the document are you? 

Ms. Comstock. 3080886, in the September 5, 1995 fax, I should say August 1, 
1995 memo, and then it’s on page 3, DNC 3078130 of the previous memo we were 
discussing from Gary Walters, March 24, 1995 memo. There is an indication that 
close to — approximately $200,000 payment for receptions and events was paid by 
the DNC on March 15, 1995. Do you recall in or around mid-March 

Mr. Dennis. I’m sorry, where does it say about the DNC? I want to make sure. 

Ms. Comstock. It says partial payment. This is sa 3 dng partial pa 3 unent for the 
events, so I don’t know that they are all — you are correct, it doesn’t say DNC, it 
just says partial payment. I’m sorry about that. 

Mr. Dennis. I don’t know, because there are other things that are kind of mixed 
in. 

Ms. Comstock. There are press events in here, some of them are the press not 
paying; other people are involved in this. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you know, at or around mid-March, 1995, anything about the DNC 
making payments to the office? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Comstock. Okay. I will make that Deposition Exhibit No. 42. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. 42 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Aside from the one conversation that you have relayed already today 
with the First Lady about Johnny Chung, did you have any other conversations 
with the First Lady about Johnny Chung? 

Answer. Ever have any? 

Question. To date, if you have had any conversations about Johnny Chung. 

Answer. To date, yes. 

Question. And can you tell us when those — approximately when and what the sub- 
stance of those conversations was, would be? 

Answer. It was after there was a newscast about the Johnny Chung check for the 
DNC being handed to me by Johnny Chung, and she called me and she said, you 
know, “How are you doing?” She was trying to find me. She beeped me, she said, 
“How are you doing? What is going on?” And I said I essentially took this check 
and gave it to the DNC. 

Question. Did she ask you about what happened or what this is about? 

Answer. Yes, and that is what I told her. 

Question. So she asked you, you know, what is this, what can you tell me about 
it? 

Answer. She said, “What happened?" 

Question. All right. And you told her? 

Answer. I told her, because she had seen this on the news, I told her Johnny 
Chung gave me a check for the DNC and I sent it to the DNC. 

Question. And what did she say? 

Answer. She agreed with me that this seemed rather ridiculous, to lead the news 
with something like this. 

Question. Did you have any further discussion, do you recall? 

Answer. No. Then I just said to her, you know, “Don’t worry about it.” 
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Question. And did the press people at the White House also talk with you about 
that, or did you have your attorney handle the matters? 

Answer. I had my attorney. 

Question. So the only person you talked about this with when the press stories 
came out was Mrs. Clinton? 

Answer. Yes, and — oh, at the White House, yes, and my attorney dealt with every- 
one else. 

Question. Did they ever talk with Evan Ryan about Mr. Chung when the news 
accounts came out? 

Answer. Yes, when there was a particularly tough article about her in Time mag- 
azine, she was very upset, and I talked to her and I told her that this was the price 
of public life in the nineties. 

Question. Did she talk to you about her account, her recollection of what Mr. 
Chung had done in connection with the check? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if she had any? 

Answer. No. If there is one thing that these experiences have taught us over the 
4 years, it is not to talk to each other. 

Question. You had mentioned that Johnny Chung generally talked about, you 
know, you should come to China and that kind of thing. Were you aware of Don 
Fowler ever planning on making trips to China with Johnny Chung or going on any 
business trips with Mr. Chung? 

Answer. No. 

Question. He never mentioned that to you, or anything like that? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. Returning to the WAVEs, Mr. Chung continues — after this March 
8th, 9th time frame, he continues to be WAVEd into the White House, usually by 
Ms. Ryan. Do you know what he was coming in for in any of these other cases? 

Answer. I think no differently than before, wanting to stop by, wanting to walk 
around. I don’t have any other information. 

Question. Okay. If he needed to use the mess and that kind of thing, that still 
went on and continued to go on, or did that stop at some point? 

Answer. It depends. At whatever point that the White House counsel issued a pol- 
icy memorandum, I think about the use of mess accounts, so if he had asked me 
prior to that time — and I don’t know what this time frame is and how it fits in, 
when the White House sent out their memo about use of mess accounts — that if he 
had come prior to that, I would have let him use my mess account. If he had come 
after that memorandum, then I would not have. 

Question. Okay. I think from the WAVE records we have, his last visit appears 
to be June 15th, 1996. Does that help you recall at all? 

Answer. You would have to — I don’t know when that memorandum was issued. 

Question. Actually, he wasn’t WAVE’d in by Ryan at that time, it was Forster who 
WAVE’d. Do you know Forster in the West Wing? 

Answer. No. 

Forster? 

Question. Forster. 

Answer. No. You can let me see the spelling. I don’t know anyone offhand. 

Question. F-O-R-S-T-E-R, page EPO 5029? 

Answer. No, I don’t know anybody with that name. 

Ms. Comstock. We will make this WAVE grouping Deposition Exhibit No. 43, 
and it is the WAVEs records we have been discussing throughout the deposition, 
just so it is clear for the record. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Did Evan Ryan ever complain or raise to you anything about Johnny 
Chung, like when he kept continuing to call? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And what did she say? 

Answer. She was irritated by it. 

Question. And what did she say that led you to thing she was irritated? 

Answer. Knowing Evan, she said, I am irritated by it. 

Question. And why, that it was frequent, he is a nuisance? 

Answer. Yes, she just found him annoying. 

Question. And what did you tell her? 

Answer. Pretty much a lot in life is annoying, but if he was not hurting anybody, 
and there didn’t seem to be any indication of it, I expected her to work harder at 
her tolerance level, and that he should still be treated very well. 
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Question. These are some phone records from September ’95; again, a message to 
Evan Ryan on 10-20-95, says, sending flowers to you and Maggie. 

Do you recall receiving flowers from Mr. Chung? 

Answer. Maybe. I don’t know. Could be. 

Question. What is the process — when you get flowers at the White House, do they 
have to get checked out? 

Answer. Yes, they go through a check and an X-ray machine, and somebody 
brings them up, and it is probably the only thing you can keep in the White House 
because they know that it will die. 

Question. Are flowers frequently delivered to the First Lady’s Office? 

Mr. Ballen. I am going to object. This witness has been here almost 10 hours, 
and we are talking about flowers. 

Could I finish my objection, please? 

The witness has been here, we have been here for 10 hours now, and we are now 
going to ask her about the procedure for flowers. 

The Witness. They have been delivered. I don’t think it is terribly frequent. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you recall getting flowers from Mr. Chung? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. And then on another occasion, September 29th, 1995, he also in- 
dicates in the message, sending a couple of baskets of flowers for you and Evan. 

Do you have any recollection of that? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know of any particular favors or anything he was asking at this 
time that would generate sending flowers? 

Answer. No. Once again, there is nothing that Johnny Chung would have to do 
for us to have treated him well, nothing. 

Ms. Comstock. Why don’t I make the 9-29 message from Johnny Chung, EPO 
59074, Deposition Exhibit 44; and EPO 59059, which is the 10-20-95 message, 
make that 45. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. WM-44 was marked for identification.] 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. WM-45 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. The WAVE records indicate that Johnny Chung was at the White House 
on 10-19-95. I believe it’s at or around the time, if not the date, at or around the 
time of the Hazel O’Leary check of $25,000 that was given to Hazel O’Leary. 

Do you know if anyone at the White House ever discussed with Mr. Chung any- 
thing regarding Hazel O’Leary? 

Answer. No. The first I have heard about that was on the news last week. 

Question. Okay. Did Johnny Chung ever tell you he was interested in meeting 
Secretary O’Leary about any energy matters? 

Answer. No, Johnny Chung never asked to meet with anyone. He never asked me 
about meeting with anyone. 

Question. Okay. Did he ever talk about — at least one of them was one of the ones 
of the five people who were in the radio address — but any people involved in the 
petrochemical business or the oil business? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Were you aware of him talking with George Stephanopoulos about his 
oil business or any of his businesses? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Or any efforts to get together with Mr. Stephanopoulos over any busi- 
ness matters? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if he ever talked to George Stephanopoulos about getting 
in touch with any Chinese VIPs? 

Answer. I didn’t know he ever talked to George Stephanopoulos. 

Question. So you have no knowledge of him talking with George? 

Answer. None at all. 

Question. Aside from what you have read in the press, do you have any knowledge 
of the Hazel O’Leary Africare contribution? I am sort of shorthanding it here, you 
know, referring to the recent press articles. This is a copy of an NBC News tran- 
script on this, which is discussing his allegations regarding Secretary Hazel O’Leary 
providing $25,000 to a favorite charity. 

You have no knowledge of any of the events or cannot enlighten us to how any 
of these events came about? 
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Answer. No, I didn’t know he even knew Secretary O’Leary. 

Ms. Comstock. I will make that Deposition Exhibit No. 46, just so the record is 
clear, kind of what we are referring to here, since we are moving through that fairly 
quickly. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. You indicated you thought he may have given you the business cards 
of the gentlemen who you recall bowing to? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. Do you recall if you kept those or what you did with them, or was that 
sort of going in a drawer? 

Answer. I think they were in Chinese. I just never saw myself as having any use 
for them. 

Question. Do you know if any type of — in the discussions with the NSC people, 
do you recall if there was any type of background check run on these guys, the five 
guys who went to the radio address that raised the red flags? 

Answer. I don’t know what they do, what they would do. 

Question. Was there anything in particular you recall that made them leery of 
them, that they wouldn’t want — you said you had a sense they didn’t want the pic- 
tures out. Did you have an understanding of, gee, who was it that I let in there 
that the NSC doesn’t want the pictures out? 

Answer. Well, the NSC 

Mr. Dennis. Well, before you answer that question, that question assumes she let 
them into the radio address. 

The Witness. I didn’t even think about that. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. To the extent they were in, and people are asking you now or you are 
talking about them, you know, who are these people who came in, and they are ask- 
ing about it, did you have a sense of what their concerns were about these people? 

Answer. In general the NSC and any people who are concerned with security at 
the White House never explained. I mean, they just never explained. 

Question. No one said anything like, these are Chinese nationals that are con- 
nected with anything, it is just sort of we have a general concern, you don’t have 
a need to know? 

Answer. I don’t know the specifics, but I do know they expressed some kind of 
preference that going any further really wasn’t, you know, worthwhile. 

Question. And the e-mail that we have previously looked at, the NSC e-mail, re- 
ferred to them as a hustler. Do you recall them ever saying anything about him try- 
ing to use his access to the White House and how he might use these pictures? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you recall — are you familiar with the picture that he had with the 
beer executives that has been on the news quite a bit? 

Answer. I don’t really recall. 

Question. Do you have any recollection about him bringing the beer executive peo- 
ple from China into the White House? 

Answer. No. I mean, I wouldn’t know who they were. 

Question. After, given the NSC had raised concerns about the people who were 
with Mr. Chung, did that ever cause anybody in your office or for you to re-evaluate 
the continued access of Mr. Chung to the White House? 

Mr. Ballen. Excuse me. Was it your testimony that they raised concerns or that 
they just weren’t using pictures? 

The Witness. They weren’t really seeing the pictures. 

Mr. Ballen. There is a difference. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. You weren’t aware at that time they considered him a hustler or might 
use his access to the White House, the NSC, anyone at the NSC? 

Answer. I wasn’t, but, my God, if we kept hustlers out of the White House and 
the halls of Congress, who would there be? 

Question. I wanted to ask you just a few questions about the Back to Business 
Committee. You have previously testified that Lynn Cutler gave frequent meetings 
at the White House regarding women’s issues? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you ever discuss with Ms. Cutler the Back to Business Committee? 

Answer. Over the phone, I remember when Lynn and I, and I guess some others, 
talked about the idea of having this kind of committee that would mostly do public 
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responding to some of the issues that had been raised, that seemed to have very 
little to do with governing, and she told me about the idea, and, you know, I was 
delighted to hear there were people outside who were going to be doing that. 

Question. And was it your understanding Ms. Cutler was going to be involved in 
orchestrating that? 

Answer. Well, that she was going to be involved with other people. There were 
a good number of people who had already been responding on television who were 
not in the White House. Lynn Cutler had been one of them, and there were other 
people, and they decided to be more organized about it. 

Question. Okay. 

Mr. Ballen. I am going to object to this line of questioning on the Back to Busi- 
ness Committee as being outside the relevant scope of this inquiry. Is there a spe- 
cific question related to specific campaign fund-raising improprieties or law? Per- 
haps 1 could recall the objection. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. What was Anne Lewis’s role with the committee? 

Mr. Ballen. Same objection. 

The Witness. She was a spokesperson. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. All right. And she is currently the communications director at the White 
House; is that correct? 

Answer. That is correct. 

Question. Did you ever have discussions with her about the Back to Business 
Committee? 

Answer. About the committee? 

Question. Uh-huh. 

Answer. Not about the committee itself. I certainly knew when they had people 
they were putting on television. 

Question. And did you ever discuss the Back to Business Committee with the 
President and First Lady? 

Mr. Ballen. Same objection. 

The Witness. I don’t believe I have discussed it with the President. I can’t imag- 
ine that I didn’t mention to Mrs. Clinton that there were outside people who were 
actually getting on the airwaves and taking on some of these charges. 

Mr. Dennis. Before we go any further, point of procedure. When an objection is 
made, is that basically preserving for the record? 

Mr. Ballen. If you want to join in the objection, in terms of the witness not an- 
swering, then we proceed in to the Chairman and the committee rules. 

Mr. Dennis. So if the witness answers the question, the objection becomes lost. 

Mr. Ballen. It doesn’t become lost, the committee can still make a judgment on 
that, and the judgment is it is not relevant, it will be stricken. 

Mr. Dennis. Stricken from the dep. 

Mr. Ballen. That is correct. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Was the First Lady then aware of what the Back to Business Com- 
mittee was going to be doing? 

Answer. Well, yes. As I said before, I know at some point I told her there are 
groups outside of the White House who are going on television, and for all the peo- 
ple who are sa 3 dng mean and untrue things, there are people who are answering 
those things. 

Mr. Ballen. Excuse me, please. Let me just clarify something in your response 
to counsel’s question. 

The committee won’t necessarily take it up. So that the objection, the single fact 
that a Minority counsel makes an objection, I cannot guarantee to the witness or 
counsel that that will be taken up by the committee and stricken from the record. 

If counsel wants to make an objection now, then the questions won’t proceed. Or 
if counsel wants us to take this up with the committee, then you can make that 
kind of a request. 

Mr. Dennis. Let me do that. Can I have the witness leave the room shortly while 
I discuss this matter with counsel? I want you to step out in the hall. We will stay 
on the record. 

[Witness left deposition room.] 

Mr. Dennis. This is my concern about this. One, it is getting very late; and we’ve 
been here quite a long time. I understand that this Back-to-Business issue is one 
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that Chung has raised in some press accounts in which he has said that Ms. Cutler 
had approached him and mentioned Ms. Williams as the source of a referral and 
he might be interested in supporting the Back-to-Business initiative. 

Now, for that reason, it certainly has something to do with fund-raising; but I 
don’t see on that basis whether it has to do with any improprieties, just taking his 
statement as absolutely true. So my question is, what is the basis for really going 
over this area as one that would involve any kind of, you know, impropriety or fund- 
raising misconduct? And that’s — you know, particularly at this hour, to get into 
this 

Ms. Comstock. I don’t think — I think we are — this is — we are going to be moving 
into all the events with — with Ms. Cutler and the references and that type of thing. 
I think, given Mr. Chung’s connections with the White House, these are matters re- 
lated directly or indirectly, certainly. But having the U.S. ambassador to China be- 
come involved in this and any connections regarding — these are factual matters that 
are connected to a number of matters we are investigating, Mr. Chung, obviously, 
being a major figure. So looking at how Mr. Chung was involved in any number of 
areas where he was giving money to various sources 

And I would like to state for the record I appreciate you asking your client to 
leave the room so we are not both testifying about the matters in front of her, and 
I appreciated that courtesy of not infecting the records. I do want to reflect that the 
witness isn’t present. 

I think we can be fairly brief, just discussing the news accounts and, you know, 
her knowledge of Ms. Cutler’s — and references on that. And I think that’s where we 
are going in this area. 

Mr. Dennis. Well, let me proffer to you as a way of hopefully cutting this some- 
what short that, you know, my client can certainly testify concerning the fact that, 
you know, she knew of the Back-to-Business efforts and what that involved in some 
general fashion. But I will not object unless this becomes too drawn out. I mean, 
I would hope that we could cooperate and get to the point where you could just ask 
her the general question and let her describe in her own words what her involve- 
ment was in that and what the involvement was of Johnny Chung. 

If you want to have some follow-up questions, that’s fine. But her to be sort of 
the — she wasn’t the organizer of Back to Business and your questions are eliciting 
a lot of “I don’t knows” — I don’t know, I don’t know. And, of course, when you ques- 
tion somebody about something they don’t know about — you understand what I’m 
saying? 

Ms. Comstock. I think we can be fairly brief and ask her some follow-up on that. 

Mr. Dennis. Is this the last area? 

Ms. Comstock. Basically, it is. I want to check on a few other things, but we are 
getting close. 

Mr. Ballen. I want to note for the record 

Mr. Dennis. I am not making an objection. 

Mr. Ballen. I didn’t understand the answer to Mr. Dennis’ question, which was 
the basis of my objection as well, as to how this relates to campaign financing. 

Ms. Comstock. I think we have moved on, and the witness is not objecting. If 
we could just move through this quickly. 

Mr. Ballen. Well, I have an objection pending. 

Mr. Dennis. I can’t — I’m not 

Mr. Ballen. I want to know how the Back to Business Committee relates to our 
investigation. There is a specific question as to campaign fund-raising improprieties. 
Can you answer the question? 

Ms. Comstock. Your objection is noted. 

Mr. Ballen. I am going to note for the record that you are refusing to provide 
an explanation 

Ms. Comstock. I have already provided the explanation, and I think the public 
record is clear on this and that it is relevant, and we would like to proceed on the 
Back to Business Committee and the contributions made by Mr. Chung to that com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Dennis. Okay. I’ll have the witness come back in. 

[Witness returns.] 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Okay. Why don’t you just tell us — give us kind of what you know about 
Lynn Cutler and any conversations you may have had with her about Johnny 
Chung. 

Answer. Lynn Cutler asked me if there were people that I knew of who would 
be interested in helping the Back to Business Committee. And not only was she 
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looking for — she said contributors, people who could go on television, who could be 
helpful. And I said, well, these are people I think you might want to call. And John- 
ny Chung, I included his name as one of the people. 

Question. And did you provide her with a list of other names? 

Answer. I didn’t give her a list. This was just a verbal conversation. I believe I 
gave her some other names. There were a couple of people I gave her that I thought 
would be really good on television that I suggested that she contact. 

Question. And who were the other people that you told her to contact? Just to be 
clear, you told her that Johnny Chung would be a person to contact about raising 
money? 

Answer. Yes. She said. I’m looking for people — if there are people who would be 
interested in helping the Back to Business Committee, contributors, people who 
would be good on television. And I said, yeah. I gave her Johnny Chung’s name, 
and I gave her a couple of names of people for television. 

Question. Did you give her a phone number or way to contact Mr. Chung? 

Answer. I don’t know if I did right then and there. I don’t know if I did. I don’t 
know if I did. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge as to how she learned how to contact him? 

Answer. No, I don’t have any knowledge. 

Question. Mr. Chung has indicated that he was called the morning after he at- 
tended a White House Christmas party. Do you recall if you ever told Ms. Cutler 
that, hey, he’s going to be in town, he’s going to be at the Christmas party, you 
might want to talk to him then? 

Answer. No, I mean, more than likely I would have — if she asked for a number, 
called the office for a number, we would have given it to her. 

Question. And can you just continue as to after you gave her 

Answer. That’s 

Question. Did you ever learn whether or not he had contributed? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did he ever tell you that he wanted to let you know that he had done 
this to help the First Lady or the President? 

Answer. I don’t know. I don’t recall. I don’t know. I don’t know if he contributed. 
I don’t know. 

Question. When — you had previously discussed when he gave you the $50,000 
check he talked a lot about “I want to help the First Lady” 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. And that he was anxious that you take the check; is that correct? That 
you 

Answer. Yes, or the First Lady’s office. He was anxious that I take the check. He 
said, “I want to give through the First Lady’s office,” definitely. 

Question. Did you recall him saying that he wanted to get credit with you or 
wanted you to get credit for getting the check? 

Answer. No, I don’t think he — I mean, I don’t know if he said that to anyone. I 
mean, or — and I have no reason to believe he would — would think that. Would get 
any credit? 

Question. When he had given you the $50,000 check, did you get a sense that he 
wanted you to know that he gave so the First Lady would know? 

Answer. No, I got the feeling that he wanted me to give the check to the DNC. 

Question. But if he’d given it direct — I mean, he had — we don’t have the record 
here today, but he had met — I don’t know if you’re aware, but he had met numerous 
times with DNC people on many occasions. He could have given checks to them. 

Answer. Which he had. 

Question. Do you know why in particular he felt giving you this check was some- 
thing that would 

Answer. You would have to talk to him about his motivation. 

Question. But did he ever say anything to you about, tell the First Lady that I 
gave this check or I hope you let her know I’ve done this to help her? 

Answer. No, he never — no, he never said that to me. 

Question. So you cannot recall if he ever told you anything about the check that 
he gave the Back to Business Committee? 

Answer. No, I can’t. 

Question. Did Ms. Cutler ever tell you whether she was successful in getting 
money from him? 

Answer. No, I don’t believe she did. 

Question. So, to date, you have had no other conversations with Lynn Cutler 
about Johnny Chung? 

Answer. No. 
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Question. Okay. The White House — well, I will just give you this — the August 9th 
one. This is an August 9th, 1997, L.A. Times article entitled, Donor Speaks Out on 
Clinton Group. On the second page of the article at the top of the page, a little ways 
down, fourth paragraph, it says, “White House officials confirm that Cutler arranged 
a meeting for Chung with a Commerce Department official.” 

Do you have any knowledge about when — Lynn Cutler arranging meetings for 
Johnny Chung? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And do you have any knowledge about when Cutler — Lynn Cutler ar- 
ranging any meetings with the U.S. Embassy in China or with Ambassador Sasser? 

Answer. No. 

Question. So was the first time you learned of that in the news accounts? 

Answer. Yeah, I just read them yesterday. 

Question. In this article also Lanny Davis was quoted as sa 3 dng that there were 
frequent — White House involvement with Back to Business included frequent con- 
tact. 

Just generally — I don’t want to dwell on this for a long time. Can you generally 
describe what the frequent contact was and who was having the frequent contact 
with the Back to Business Committee, if you know? 

Answer. Well, I don’t know what it is that Lanny was speaking about. I can say 
that if Back to Business put out a press release or if they were going to be on any 
of the shows over the weekend, talk shows or anything like that, generally they 
would fax me a copy of the press release and they would fax me a list of who they 
had on the weekend shows. And for a while they were pretty active. So, with me, 
I knew what they were doing, so that would be frequent contact. I don’t know with 
respect to Lanny. 

Question. Was anybody at the White House writing or working on any of the ma- 
terial that they put out? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know what Mr. Ickes’ involvement with the group was at all, 
if any? 

Answer. I think very little, actually. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of Back to Business Committee ever hiring 
any private detectives or anything like that to investigate chairmen of committees 
who were investigating Whitewater or other matters? 

Mr. Dennis. You mean chairmen of congressional committees? 

The Witness. No. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Congressional committees. Do you know an individual by the name of 
Jack Palladino? 

Answer. I’ve heard his name. 

Mr. Ballen. Objection as to relevancy. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. He’s a private detective from San Francisco who allegedly worked in the 
’92 campaign. You don’t — have you ever met him? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of Harold Ickes hiring Mr. Palladino at any 
time for any purposes while you have been at the White House? Have you ever 
heard anything like that? 

Answer. No. 

Question. The middle of the page or so here in the article it indicates that a source 
close to Cutler said that she learned of Mr. Chung and his potential interest in help- 
ing from a number of different places as a result of her involvement with the Demo- 
cratic Party. Do you know — aside from yourself mentioning him, do you know of oth- 
ers who told Lynn Cutler of Johnny Chung? 

Answer. No. 

Mr. Dennis. I believe — was she a vice chair of the DNC? 

The Witness. Yeah. Yes, she was. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And, to your knowledge, was she in frequent contact with the DNC 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question [continuing]. The DNC finance officials? 

Answer. I really don’t know what the contact was. 
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Question. You had mentioned that you had given — did you give Lynn Cutler other 
names of people besides Johnny Chung? 

Answer. Yeah, I believe so. 

Question. Do you know how many names you gave her? 

Answer. Four, maybe three. 

Question. Do you recall who else, other names you gave her? 

Answer. I know I thought that she should contact a woman by the name of Kiki 
Moore because she was very good on television. 

Question. In terms of donations, was there anyone besides Mr. Chung whose name 
you gave her? 

Answer. That’s all I can recall. 

Question. Do you recall why you came up with Mr. Chung’s name of all the people 
out there that would be donating that would be interested in helping the President 
or the First Lady? 

Answer. Because it seemed to me for weeks and months Mr. Chung had stopped 
me and said: How can I help? How can I help? How can I give? So I thought of 
him. 

Question. Mr. Chung’s account of the call from Mr. Cutler says that he received 
a phone call at his Washington apartment. Did you know of him having a Wash- 
in^on apartment? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And you have no knowledge of — did you have a phone number in D.C. 
to contact him at, if you know? 

Answer. I don’t know. Evan would have had his number. I had no reason to call 
him. I can’t remember. 

Question. Do you know if she would have maintained those records, had them on 
any type of Rolodex or file or an 3 dhing? 

Answer. You’d have to ask her. I don’t know. 

Question. Mr. Chung’s account also has indicated that Lynn Cutler introduced 
herself as a friend of the First Lady who was referred to him by Williams. Do you — 
is Lynn Cutler a friend of the First Lady, to your knowledge? 

Answer. Oh, I think that’s pretty subjective. If she thinks she is 

Question. Does she have frequent contact with your office, aside from the meet- 
ings that you had occasion to be at, events with the First Lady or have worked with 
her in the past on various events? 

Answer. Lynn Cutler’s been in Democratic politics for 40 years. I’m sure that she 
has known the President and Hillary through their governorship. She actually ran 
for Congress. I mean 

Question. Do you recall if you told Lynn Cutler that she could use your name, you 
know, so that — or that she could say 

Answer. Let me ask a question just for one second. Has Mr. Chung been deposed? 

Question. No. 

Answer. And so these questions are based on this news article? 

Question. Right. I have the news article, and I’m pretty much referring — I’m kind 
of in the bottom paragraph here. I’m just referring to his allegations. 

Answer. So we don’t know if these are real allegations? These may be 

Question. He’s not testified to these. 

Answer. So we don’t know if the reporter has put these down as what he says. 
Do we have any way of validating what has been said here? 

Question. Not until Mr. Chung comes in. 

Answer. Well, I just — with all due respect, I am here and I am here voluntarily 
and I have been here for almost 10 hours. And I’m perfectly willing to do this be- 
cause I want this thing to work out and I want people to get to the truth. But I 
want some fairness accorded to me. 

And so when Mr. Chung says something and he is on the record, I will respond 
to it. But I really feel very uncomfortable and not very happy that I have to walk 
through the L.A. Times, to have what some reporter whose work cannot be vali- 
dated be up against me who is sitting here and to be on the record with this. 

Question. Well, I would just like to, you know — we are discussing — these are only 
things he has talked about here and you have indicated that you gave his name to 
Lynn Cutler. 

Answer. Which I said — I don’t know past that. 

Question. You don’t know if you said anything about 

Answer. I gave — I gave her his name. I gave her his name. I did that. 

Question. Do you recall if you gave Lynn Cutler any dollar figures? Like you could 
ask him for this much or gave her a ballpark figure of what he might 

Answer. I would never have. 

Question. You just gave her the name and that was it? 
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Answer. That was it. 

Question. Did you have any understanding whether she was going to use your 
name in approaching him? 

Answer. I had no understanding of it, but if you live in Washington, D.C., I think 
you have a sense that people use people’s names all the time. And if he wanted to 
try and verify that she actually got his name from someone. I’m sure he might even 
ask her and she would say Maggie Williams told me to call. It doesn’t strike me 
as out of the realm of possibility. 

Question. Did you hear about Johnny Chung calling around about Lynn Cutler: 
Should I give her money? Should I be talking to anybody at the White House or 
the DNC about it? 

Answer. I only know what I read in the news accounts with respect to that. 

Ms. Comstock. Okay. Just so it’s clear, we have been discussing about the news 
account. I will make that deposition number 47. 

The Witness. Thank you. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. 47 was marked for identification.] 

Mr. Dennis. Are we getting pretty close here? Because it’s almost 8 o’clock; and, 
of course, Minority counsel has 

Mr. Ballen. I didn’t hear what you said. 

Mr. Dennis. I was asking whether or not we are getting close to the end here. 
Because you have an opportunity to ask questions, and we have been sitting — we 
have been going pretty 

Ms. Comstock. We are getting very close. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. The White House database had been incorporated into the First Lady’s 
office; is that correct? On somebody’s computer? Do you have any knowledge of that? 

Answer. Which database? 

Question. The White House database which had — it’s referred to as WHoDB, 
which had information on people who had come to the White House and when they 
had made visits or 

Answer. As I understand it, there was a screen in the social office or two screens 
in the social office which used it primarily — which used it primarily. 

Question. And what was your understanding of how it was used? 

Answer. To know the names of people who had attended White House events so 
that other people can be invited or, you know, just to have them on. I mean, I don’t 
think it was a system different than the previous administration’s system. It might 
have been more — more modernized. But, you know, having a database that gave you 
information about people who were invited to the White House and people who came 
to the White House, accepts, regrets, phone numbers, addresses, that kind of thing, 
I thought was pretty 

Mr. Ballen. Excuse me, I’m going to object to this line of questioning. It is now 
8 o’clock. At 4 o’clock, this witness was told there were two matters left, Johnny 
Chung and Webster Hubbell. We are going into the Back to Business Committee, 
other matters, the White House database. I just don’t think this is fair any longer. 
There is no sense of proportion in either the questions or the topics, and we are 
just getting into entirely another topic now which God knows how long it is going 
to last. 

Ms. Comstock. I think it is going to be a fairly brief topic. 

Mr. Ballen. Nothing has been fairly brief today. I think we can all agree on that. 

Mr. Dennis. Is there a need to go into this? 

examination by ms. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Just — there is one document that we had discussed earlier today and 
I just wanted to — that had — this is Deposition Exhibit No. 8, which had listed the 
various guests and how many events they had been listed in. I was wondering if 
you know if any kind of information like this on who was invited and that kind of 
thing at the White House was ever shared with the DNC about who was invited 
to various events. Like information from the White House database was ever re- 
ferred to or shared with anyone at the DNC to your knowledge? 

Answer. No, not to my knowledge. 

Question. Okay. Because we have just been discussing the Back-to-Business mat- 
ters and I did want to show — this is a December 8th, ’95, phone message from Mr. 
Chung to Evan Ryan about wanting to get cleared into the White House, saying he’s 
on his way to the DNC and he wants to talk to you. This was the day before, appar- 
ently, that he says he got the call from Lynn Cutler. 
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So I just wanted to see if that refreshes your recollection at all in terms of wheth- 
er he had been at the White House, if there was ever any discussions with him 
about Lynn Cutler might call or, you know, his presence at the White House at or 
around the time he says he was contacted by Mr. Cutler — I mean Ms. Cutler? 

Answer. No. Says, “To Evan.” 

Question. Yes, the message is to Evan Ryan, not to Ms. Williams. 

Answer. Okay. 

Ms. Comstock. We have another message that’s somewhere around there but it’s 
unclear, so I’m not going to bother with you it. 

I’ll make this 12/8/95 Deposition Exhibit No. 48. 

[Williams Deposition Exhibit No. 48 was marked for identification.] 

Ms. Comstock. Let me just take a minute here. I think I may be done. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Okay. Were you aware of Mr. Chung contributing to any other groups 
connected with the President or First Lady, any political groups? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Were you aware of him contributing to any legal defense funds of any 
White House employees or anybody else? 

Answer. No. No, no. I don’t know if he contributed to the President’s legal defense 
fund, but those records are public. 

Question. Those are public. I was wondering if you have any knowledge of any 
people at the White House or anything like that? 

Answer. No. Not mine. 

Question. Are you aware of any attempts by Mr. Chung to contact individuals in 
the Vice President’s office? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Were you aware of Mr. Chung attempting to try and get some credential 
letters from the President for a trip to China? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever hear anything about 

Answer. Credential letters? 

Question. I guess it’s 

Mr. Dennis. Letters of introduction? 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. It’s national security type of lingo. A letter to use when he’s traveling 
to China or traveling overseas to 

Answer. No. 

Question [continuing]. Show some bona fides of who he’s connected to or anything 
like that? 

Answer. No, I don’t recall that. 

Question. Did you ever learn of Johnny Chung talking about efforts that he was 
making to get Harry Wu, the human rights activist, released from prison in China? 

Answer. Yes, at my last deposition. 

Question. You had no knowledge of that at the time back in — I believe it was 
1995? 

Answer. I thought — I thought I’d heard something about it, but I was unable to 
distinguish. I mean, they showed me something, and I thought, oh, maybe I did hear 
about this, but I was unable to distinguish when. 

Question. In other words, was it live or Memorex? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you recall anybody at the time, anybody from the NSC, raising what 
is he doing now? 

Answer. No. 

Question. There were concerns about Jimmy Carter going to Haiti, which is prob- 
ably less concern about, but did you ever hear, what is Johnny Chung up to 

Answer. No. 

Question [continuing]. Going to China and trying to say he has the President’s 

Answer. No, I did not. 

Question. The only knowledge you have, you aren’t able to distinguish? 

Answer. I’m not able to distinguish. 

Question. Okay. Have you ever had anyone request any kind of credential letters 
for foreign travel from your office? Do you have any knowledge of what office that 
goes through? 

Answer. Or what they would be. I’ve never heard of such a thing. 

Question. When is the last time you have been in touch with Mark Middleton? 
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Answer. I don’t — I don’t know. I — I don’t know. Probably not since his name has 
been in the newspaper. 

Question. Were you aware of him doing any type of fund-raising overseas? 

Answer. No, I didn’t — I didn’t know what his business was. 

Question. Did you have any knowledge about him doing any fund-raising in the 
’96 campaign cycle? 

Answer. No, no. No, I don’t. Huh-uh. 

Question. Did you have any knowledge of him providing any lists of supporters 
to anybody at the White House or the DNC? 

Answer. Not that I know of, no. 

Question. I don’t want the record to be unclear. We had a memo earlier today that 
discusses him providing lists, but I think you answered about your knowledge of 
that, so I don’t want that to be confused. 

And can you place your last contact with Johnny Chung in time? At all? The past 
year? Or 

Answer. Oh, God, I don’t know. I don’t know. 

Question. Were you aware of him trying to contact the White House as various 
fund-raising stories started coming out in the fall of ’96? 

Answer. No. 

Question. There are a number of phone messages in November of ’96 that he made 
phone calls to Richard Sullivan at the DNC. Do you know if he ever tried to contact 
anybody at the White House about an 3 dhing? 

Answer. Oh, no. 

Question. And to your knowledge has he tried to 

Answer. Contact me? No, no. 

Question. Or contact anybody prior to news reports about him? 

Answer. No, not that I know of. 

Question. Okay. And do you know Roger Tamraz? Have you ever met him or know 
anything about him? 

Answer. No, I don’t know him. But in my last deposition, it was brought to my 
attention that I was at the same party he was at once, but I don’t remember him. 
I couldn’t recognize him. 

Question. That being an event in the residence with 20 or so people or something 
like that? 

Answer. I forget what it was, but 

Question. June of ’96? 

Answer. I forget the date, but they said I was at the same party that he was at, 
and I agreed that I was at that party. 

Question. Okay. So you did attend that event. You don’t recall an 3 dhing about 
Roger Tamraz? 

Answer. No, huh-uh. 

Question. And do you have any knowledge about Roger Tamraz trying to make 
contributions to the DNC? 

Answer. No, I don’t know who he is or what he’s done. I don’t know anything 
about him. 

Question. And do you have any knowledge about any particular fund-raising that 
went on for the President’s birthday party of last year, of August of ’96? 

Answer. Particular fund-raising? 

Question. Any people who were involved as cochairs of events or any people that 
you dealt with? 

Answer. I certainly know about it. My participation in the President’s birthday 
event was to make sure that — that the entertainment would be wholesome. 

Question. And were you able to attend that event? 

Answer. No, I did not attend that event. 

Question. So you did not run into Charlie Trie or Johnny Chung or any of those 
people at that event? 

Answer. No, I did not. 

Question. I believe that’s all I have at this time. 

Answer. Thank you. 

Mr. Ballen. I’ll need a moment before I begin. 

The Witness. Okay. 

[Recess.] 


EXAMINATION BY ME. BALLEN: 

Question. Ms. Williams, I’d like to begin by thanking you. It is now 10 after 8:00 
in the evening. This deposition began at 10 o’clock. We have gone pretty much 
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straight. We have had three 10-minute breaks and several much shorter breaks so 
that people could use the facilities. 

Your patience has been extraordinary. Any fair-minded observer would see that 
you have made every possible human effort to answer questions fully and com- 
pletely and to wrack your memory. 

What’s not reflected in the record, because it’s just going to be a bare bones record 
of a transcript, is how when you were asked in excruciating detail about certain 
issues that, frankly, were a very small part of your duties you would think very 
hard and your facial expressions would show that you were trying to the best of 
your human ability to find an answer. And I want the record to reflect your extraor- 
dinary effort today. And I don’t think anyone in this room would disagree with that. 

And I think that’s important to note for the record because records are cold 
things. They don’t have human emotions or the human expression in them. And I 
think that you have made every possible effort here today. 

You have had a very fine record of public service, both with this administration 
and prior to that, and your patience here has been extraordinary. 

I also would like to note for the record that at no time was the Minority ever con- 
sulted with by the Majority as to how much time we would have to question or 
when we could fit that into the schedule and what would be appropriate. And so 
I’m very hesitant to ask you any questions to keep you one moment longer here. 

Ms. Comstock. I think — for the record, I think we have always had very, very 
brief Minority questions except on rare occasions. So I’m sorry for perhaps assuming 
that. But there usually hasn’t — there has been very few, if any. Minority questions. 
But in the future we will be happy to consult you on time. 

Mr. Ballen. That would be a decided shift from past practice, because we have 
not been consulted as to when we may want to ask questions or what topics or how 
long we might have. 

Ms. Comstock. I think the record will reflect the interest of the Minority in ask- 
ing questions. 

Mr. Ballen. Are you representing that we were consulted prior to this deposition 
as to what questions we might have? 

Ms. Comstock. You never asked to discuss it. 

Mr. Ballen. Was the — did the Majority consult with the Minority as to what 
questions we might have? 

Ms. Comstock. Did the Minority ask the majority to consult? Let’s don’t waste 
the witness’ time. 

Mr. Ballen. You don’t talk about wasting the witness’ time when you sit here 
reading documents. You never consulted about our time. You began this deposition 
talking about Johnny Chung being the subject matter of the deposition. That didn’t 
begin until 4:45, almost 7 hours into the deposition. This witness was dragged 
through extraneous matters in great detail before you even got to the main matter. 

The Minority was never consulted as to — and I repeat — never consulted at any 
time as to what questions it may want to have for the witness. And, you know, it’s 
just 

To say that what we’ve asked in the past with different witnesses is totally irrele- 
vant to that fact that we were never consulted and the timing of this was never 
consulted and the scope went on and the witness’ patience with this process — frank- 
ly, if I were the witness — I mean. I’m just astounded by her extraordinary patience. 

examination by me. ballen: 

Question. In that regard, Ms. Williams, I’d like to ask a couple of questions. This 
is not the first time you have had to testify about these matters, is it? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you testify in a deposition in the Senate? 

Answer. Yes, I did. 

Question. How long did that deposition last? 

Answer. 6:30 

Mr. Dennis. 10:30 to 6:30. Something like that. 

examination by me. ballen: 

Question. 10:30 to 6:30? Any other investigative bodies? 

Answer. One night at 8 p.m. the FBI came to my door and questioned me about 
it. 

Question. Did these questions. Senate and the FBI, substantially overlap with the 
kind of questions that you received today? 

Answer. Yes. 



256 


Question. And you spent time preparing for this deposition and the Senate deposi- 
tion; is that a correct assumption? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And can you estimate how much time you spent preparing for deposi- 
tions and collecting documents and 

Answer. I only keep time in billing hours. I’m sorry. 

Question. But apart from the time, let me ask you this question: There’s an ele- 
ment of worry and stress and concern, is there not? I mean, I know you are working 
hard to answer each question diligently, but there’s a stress factor involved in this, 
isn’t there? 

Answer. There’s always a stress factor involved in an 3 d;hing where there is an in- 
vestigative body involved. Yes. 

Question. You mentioned the billing hours. Have you incurred expenses in the na- 
ture of all these requests that you have received and testimony that you have given? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Can you estimate how much expenses have been involved? 

Answer. On this particular investigation, I don’t know. On all of them, a little 
more than a quarter of a million dollars. 

Question. A quarter of a million dollars? 

Answer. A little more than that. 

Mr. Dennis. That’s probably conservative. 

EXAMINATION BY ME. BALLEN: 

Question. That’s probably conservative? That’s a substantial burden, is it not? 

Answer. If it is you don’t have any money at all. 

Question. Not only is there a huge expense involved, but there’s the time and the 
effort; is that fair to say? 

Answer. I’d say that’s fair. 

Mr. Ballen. I have nothing further. Thank you. 

Mr. Dennis. Thank you. 

Ms. Comstock. I just want — let the record reflect that on a number of occasions, 
on Mr. Ickes’ documents and some of the other matters, we did confer — sometimes 
off the record, sometimes on — as to whether or not the witness had particular 
knowledge on that. And we did — we shortened, I think, a number of Mr. Ickes’ docu- 
ments. Even though the witness had been cc’d on a lot of them, we spent a fairly 
brief amount of time on that. So there were certainly attempts on the Majority’s side 
to shorten the areas that may have previously been gone over and the witness did 
not have knowledge about. So 

Mr. Ballen. No, I completely disagree. 

Ms. Comstock. — I appreciated the witness’ counsel in assisting us with that, be- 
cause it made it helpful and able to discuss with him those matters so that we could 
shorten sometimes a number of different areas we discussed. 

Mr. Ballen. I am going to, for the record, completely disagree with that charac- 
terization. There was one moment, after 20 minutes of questioning on the docu- 
ments the witness knew nothing about, at counsel’s request we went off the record 
and counsel off the record said, is it really necessary to continue questioning on doc- 
uments this witness is unfamiliar with? Because she’s going to repeatedly give “I 
don’t know” answers to them, and 

Ms. Comstock. Is that your characterization of what we 

Mr. Ballen. Can I finish my sentence? 

Ms. Comstock. That is not what I said. I asked the witness if there was knowl- 
edge on particular matters or if we could shorten things. I don’t think characterizing 
or mischaracterizing what I said is necessary at this point. Why don’t we just end 
the deposition? 

Mr. Ballen. No, no, I’m not finished. I was interrupted in the middle of a sen- 
tence. I’ve never had the discourtesy to interrupt the Majority counsel in the middle 
of her sentence. 

Ms. Comstock. Only to interrupt entire questions. 

Mr. Ballen. There, you just did it again. And that is not what occurred off the 
record, and the record should reflect that is not what occurred. What occurred is 
that after 20 minutes of questioning on Harold Ickes’ documents the witness didn’t 
know about, we went off the record and counsel 

Ms. Comstock. The witness did have some testimony on those things, and I think 
the record will reflect it. And I don’t think you need to characterize her knowledge 
or the lack thereof. The record will speak for itself. 

[Whereupon, at 8:24 p.m., the deposition was concluded.] 

[The exhibits referred to follow:] 
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DKC 

PenoAM! Related to White House Support 

Annual 

Salan 


UTtiie House Staff oaid fav the PNC 

Ajtdersen. Karen Pohucal 30.000 

Aiu. Maureen W'H Polmcal 22.500 

Bachar. Steven Advance 42.000 

Crete. San First Lady 22.000 

Hanlin. Kjrk Advance 42.000 

Trahem. Joseph WH Poliucat 30.000 

1M.300 


VT Liaison 

AJpert Dennis SO.OOO 

Landganen. Susan 25.000 

Teague. Jeff 50.000 

V an Giesen. Kns 45.000 

200.000 


Arkansas Office 

Dixon. Lv-nda 40.000 

Salmon. Marv 25.000 

Vinson. Rebecca 15.000 

Whitacre. Susan 45.000 

Young. Valencia 25.000 

150.000 


Health Care Media Camoaicn Staff 

Booth. Heather 54.000 

Bua. Jon-Chnnopher 42.500 

Diresta. Bren 24.000 

Holton. Ovkighi 42.000 

MeSUrugai. Jason 20.000 

Vr’ooUev . Barbara 4Q.Q0O 

222.500 

Other 

CisL Harold 65.000 

McDonald. Cecil 25.000 

Peters. Darren 40.000 

v-iiiis. Carol 90.000 


220.000 



CGRO-11946 

Rcq.5/28/97 
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TO I KMtnU PRIPPt 


IM OPB» TO P£kCB om VERY ROeSXSSlVX COJO. OP $40 MIIUOK THIS 
YEAR, I* WOOLS BE BELPrA IP Wl COULD COOROIHATE THE FOLLOWING 
ACTIYITIES: 

1. Two scats on Air Peroe I end XI trips. 

2. Six scats at all private dinners. 

3. six to si^bt spots at all White Bouse events (is.... Jets Peat, 
ccrenoniss, official visits. . . . . ) 

4. Official dalcgation trips abroad. 

5. Batter coordinatier. on appointasnts to Boards and Ceanissions . 

6. Whits House ocss privllsdgas. 

7. White House residence visits eM overnight stays. 

8. Suarantaad Kennedy Center Tlexats {at least one aonth la 
advance. 

s. Six radio address spots 

10. Photo opportunities with principles. 


voTli Any Boney above and beyond the 340 alllion goal would require 
two additional Presidential events outside of Washington, DC. 



CGRO-14,70 
Req. 2/3/97 
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Memorandum 

May 5, 1994 

TO: Ann Cahill 

FR: Martha Phipps 

RE: WHITE HOUSE ACnvmES 

In order to reach our very aggressive goal of $40 million this year, it would be very helpful if 
we could coordinate the following activities between the Wliite House and the Democratic 
National Committee. 

1. Two reserved seats on Air Force I and II trips 

Contact: Ricki Seidman/Mike Lufanio 

2. Six seats at all White House private diruiers 

Contact: Atm Stock 

3. Six to eight spots at all White House events (i.e. lazz Fest, Rose Garden 
ceremonies, official visits) 

Contact: Ann Stock 

4. Invitations to participate in official delegation trips abroad 

Contact: Alexis Merman 

5. Better coordination on appointments to Boards & Commissions 

6. White House mess privileges 

Contact: Patsy Thomason 

7. White House residence visits and overnight stays 

Contact: Atm Stock 

f 

8. Guaranteed Ketmedy Center Tickets (at least one month m advance) 

Contact: Ann Stock 

9. Six radio address ^ts 

Contact: David Levy 

10. Photo opportunities with the principles 

11. Two places per week at the Presidential CEO lunches 

Contact: Alexis Herman 
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12. Phone lime from the Vice President 

Contnci: Jack Quinn 

13. Ten places per month at White House film showings 

Contact: Ann Stock 

14. One lunch with Mack McLany per month 

Contact: Mark Middleton 

15. One lunch with Ira Magaziner per month 

Contact: Marge Tarmey 

16. One lunch with the First Lady per month 

Contact: Maggie Williams 

17. Use of the President's Box at the Warner Theater and at Wolf Tr^. 
Contact: Aiui Stock 

18. Ability to reserve time on the White House tennis courts 

19. Meeting time with Vice President Gore 
Contact: Jack Quirui 


EOP 036288 




MEMORANDUM TO 
FROM; 


nancy HERNREICH 

TERRY McAJn tFFE 

NATIONAL FIN,\NCE CHAIRMAN 





i 




During my recent meeting with the Presideiu. we dUcuued die following pi^^: 


I would lik e three datet over Uie neet m onth, about one week apanj. for breakfast, 
lunch or coflee wntn me ITesideiu and about twenty of our major sucpotters. The 
purpose of these meetings would be to offer il t e-se peo^lf Mimiptliuililli lU ' a geust 
ieniM and «cbange ideas with fee President. This win be an excellent way to 
energize our key people for the uproming year. We would need one hour of the 
Picsiileui's lima fur each of tbesa meetings. Ihese individuals will come in to 
Washington troiil across Che country. 

The following individuals are onr ten top suppoxten: ^ 

John Connelly ^ 

Carl Lindner _ 

Skip Hayward ~ 

Miguel Lauteil 

Arthur Cola 

Finn CaspCRon 

Paul Momrone 

l4tT> Hawidru 

Sun Shuman 

Eiuic Gieeue 


Finally, if diere are any opportunities to inchiHn vyat. of our key supporters in 
«nmr of ;hf President's acdN-itiet, such as golf games, moming jogs, cc., it would 
be greatly oppicciitcd- 


Thank you tor your assisunce. 


CGR0-15^>9 
Req. 2/3/9 


D«riu>cnttePan) H«aduuaran • 430 South Cspital S.E. • WMhittfpnat. n C MOOS • 9094iS.tO«e • F.Uti i«9.S«S404 
?*i:l fei hv the D*T>ocrwk Sa'jonai Coinmince. rontnbuuom lO fVwnrrwnr MiatosiI C«nufe>uv« are net ux sirducuhk. 

a 
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CGWO-1570 
Re,. 2/3/97 
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Name 

John E. Connelly 
Audree Wirginis 
Carl H. Linder 
Bruce and Julie Ratner 
Steven J. Green 
Ron Buikle 

Barbara and Steven Grossman 
Norma and Olan Mills 

Carl Spielvogel and Barbaralee Diamondstein-Spielvogel 

Steven Rattner 

Alan M. Leventhal 

Len Barrack 

Steven Spielberg 

Lewis Rudin 

Ted Danson 

Walter Kaye 

Lenl May 

Terence McAuliffe 

Richard Friedman 

Alan J. And Susan Patricof 

Stanley S. Shuman 

Eli Broad 

Ray Irani 

John A. Catsimatidis 

Frieda and Roy L. Furman 

Paul M. and Sandra Monirone 

Beth E. and Ronald I. Dozoretz 

Steven P. Jobs 

Dirk Ziff 

Fred P. Hochberg 

Lillian Vernon 

Trudy and Paul L. Celas 

Angelo K. Tsakopoulos 

Safia Tsakopoulos 

Joan and William Brandt 

Iris Cantor 

Ira H.'Leesfield 

Richard L. Mays 

Norma K. Asnes 

Alan D. Solomont 

Leslie Moonves 



EOP 029074 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASKI N<3TON 


MEMORANDUM 


DATE: 

APRIL 21, 1994 

to: 

HARK HIDOLETOK 

FROM: 

ANN STOCK 

RE: 

POTENTIAL GUESTS 

cc: 

MAGGIE WILLIAMS 
PHIL LADER 


I think our meeting on Thursday was very productive. Thank you 
for bringing a list with you of key fundraisers. It gives us an 
opportunity to sea exactly who has been invited and who hasn't. 

I had Helen run a check on the attached list. Beside each name 
are four coluians: invited, accepted, regretted and dinner. 

As you can see, there are a number of people who haven't been 
invited to anything. Additionally, not many people have been 
invited to either a small dinner or an official dinner. 

If you can provide me with addresses, we can start to correct 
this situation immediately. Also, per our discussion, each 
Friday, I will send you guest lists for the following week so 
that you and Phil can identify any key fundraisers who are in 
town. That will help us to be proactive in arranging programs, 
meetings, breakfasts, and lunches with key White House staff. 

I look forward to working more closely with you on this but do 
need to reiterate that people can only be invited to events when 
we actually know who they are and how to find them. 

Also, please check Phil Lutznick. I think his name is Phil 
Klutznick from Chicago, who has given $30,000. 



EOP 
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\ , IR*!^ 

Uninvited List 


"Virtofv 1992" 




(U^rejjnSi 

-p^ 



. ACKSPTEO 

Frederick R. Adler 

$116 

I 

Z 

Z,sp. 1 

StMf u.. 

Norman Foster 

$40 

— 




Daniel Amor 

’ 





Bruce Lee 

$145 






M. Bernard Aidenoff 

$25.65 

— 




Adam M. Albright 

$25 

— 




Thomas Burr 

$25 

— 




Barbara C. Anthony 

$100 

I.V 1 


l,Sf). ( 


Jeffery Peck 

$77 

i.sp.l 

I.SP 1 



Robert J. Healy 

$46.30 

— 




Louis Moore Bacon 

$30 

1 

M.4 twidcnA 

3\<eCAii„ 


Daniel Berger 

$105 

l 

1 



Howard P. Berkowitz 

$85 

j 




Bernard D. Bergreen 

$50 

% 

1 

1 

i*.v >ueos<s Ci'*/i4^ 


Michael R. Bloomberg 

$25 

— 




Barbara B. Blumenthal 

$50 

- 

1 (c-K n/.^) 



Michael Blumenthal 

$66.15 

Z 

y-* ruec*^ 1^/(4') 


Peter F. Borish 

$25 

— 




Crandall C. Bowies 

$31.30 

5. st> n- 

4, ip. I? 

l.vz 

SnJjiB.i. 

Lawrence 8. Buttenwieser 

$27 

l L (o/..^") 

ru c c<a 



Evelyn Chambers 

$99 

1 


1 


Merle C. Chambers 

$228 


5, sf . 2. 

l.Sf- 1 


Chevy Chase 

$30 

5.sp 5) 


3, 5p.3 

Cav-, ><*■>- 

Phil Cavanaugh 

$55.64 

4 




David H. Cofrin 

$30 

1 

1 



Mary Ann P. Cofrin 

$59 

- 




Marshall S. Cogan 

$100 
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ifJVitBO ix&izmo 


Grover Connell 

$100 

— 


8.W. Chassin 

$25 

- 


E.W. Cook 

$30 



William 0. Cooley 

$26 

— 


Archibald Cox, Jr. 

$30 

— 


Herbert H. McAdams. II 

$100 

1 

1 

Hugh F. Culverhouse 

$25 

— 


Wallace C. Dayton 

$51 

— 


John Earhart 

$25 

— 


Edward M. Gabriel 

$25 

1 

1 

Lawrence J. Ellison 

$95 

z 

1 I*'/'' Ww") 

M/M Edward E. Elson 

S120.06 1 


Paul J. Elston 

$32.20 

0^ 


Saul A. Fox 

$25 

— 


Samuel Frankel 

$25 

— 


Samuel Fried 

647.50 C] ^ 5 


Patricia Frost 

$40 

— 


Richard C. Fuisz. MO 

$130 


1 1 

Sheila M. Fulton 

$25 

— 


Jonathan Orlaff 

$26.65 



Dorothy & Bill Gerson 


1 

Ann G. Getty 

$50 

X 

IV. e q 4 ‘W‘*f 

William 6. Ginsberg 

$25 

1 


Gary Goldberg 

$30 

4.V 1 

! t 

Murry H. Goodman 

$25 

l.5f ' 


Barney J. Gottstein 

$25 

1 

rwc*»4^ Mi ^4a-C*J.w 

Kenneth A, Jacobsen 

$69 

\ 

1 

Steven Grossman 

$52.24 



J David Smith 

$25 



H. Peter Guber 

$80.50 


2.V 1 

John A. Harris, IV 

$27 
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ACCeVTtD 

oitoNeps. 

Arthur M. Goldberg 

$25 

1 



Robert Hefner. Ill 

$30 

3 

' 1 

z 

Joe M. Henson 

$48 


l,S() 1 

i_ 

Robert E. Juliano 

$37.50 1 

1 


Neil S. Hirsch 

$100 

i 

' 1 


T David Hodgktnson 

$60 

— 



Dustin Hoffman 

$25 

— 



Mr. Wen-Jen Huang 

$30 




Dr/M C.J. Wang 

$100 

l.Sf 1 

l . ip 1 


Joseph Ruggiero 

$100 

Z 

Z 


Robert N. Elkins 

$25 

•2 

2 


Jeffrey A Knight 

$25 

- 



Jon Peters 

$80 

1 C10/,h) 


‘y£eo~a~ 

Paul Tudor Jones 

$1 10 

l.Sfl 


l.Sf 1 

Robert Kaplan 

$25 

Z.sp-l 

2.Sp. l 


Jeffrey C Keil 

$37.50 _ 



Randall M Klose 

$26.30 _ 



Philip M Lutznick 

$30 





Robert P Kogod 

$30 

O' 

6. ip, 5 

),ip. 1 

Nathan Landow 

«37.50 4 ip 2- 

4 

sp, z. 

M Thomas Lardner 

$25 

Z.Sf.Z 

1, Sp t 

i . V 1 

Joanna Lau 

$25 

— 



Miguel 0 Lausell 

$36 

2.4> 1 

2. ip. > 


William S Lerach 

$100 

‘S.sp. 1 

1 ( 1 

1 ( li 

Rayrhond J Lesniak 

$50 

2,ip.i - 



Laurence W Levine 

$40 

— 



James Goodman. MD 

$66 2 

1 

1 

Richard A Hayward 

^'00 2.s|> 1 

I.Vp 1 ( /c^„) p-4 -uccoi ic/itf 

Jean F Mason, II! 

$80 

\ 

1 


Bernard F Master 

$25 


2 


Susan M Master 

$25 

% 

a 
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• ACC ctmeo 


Michael McIntosh 

$25 1 

1 


John G Heimann 

550 1 


1 

1 • (il/ii) 

Olan Mills, II 

$30 1 

*w fUccuC 

Leonard Kriss 

$25 — 



Harold J Moffie 

$32.50 

l.sp ' 


Robert Morgado 

$25 — 



Mario M Morino 

Morton Bahr 

$50 — 

5100 


1 1 Sp. 1 

Debra Delee 

$173.78 

\% 


Eiva O'Brien 

$32.25 — 



Robert McGee L' . ■ § 7 -] 



Dwight Opperman 

$100 z 


1 / iveci^ \ 

1 1 1 c / •*-* ) 

Morris Ostin $25 

Tom Young fAo-'^cy c< $25 



Donald Duncan PK^u.ps’ 

$29.90 


i.v-i 

Philip W Pillsbury, Jr 

$25.68 2.VP-2. 

2 ,sp. 2 . 


Sarah Conway 

John M Quinn 

$25 — 

545 

■'o.ip-'D 


Madeline H Russell 

1 Richard E Halperin 

$29 1 


1 

$139-20 1 

1 


Edward M Ricci 

$29 4.^.1 

3, 1 

1 

Rick Oiegei 

$50 

2 .sp.( 


Mark Robinson 

$50 ( 

nt ( cxtL ic/zk/ 

.a-ritjc..?. io|(H 

Christopher E Ross 

$50 1 


1 

Jon W Rotenstreich 

$30 — 



1 — ■Madeleine H Russell 

$50 



Thomas L Safran 

$25 — 



Bruce Sagan 

$25 ^ 



Richard Schibell 

$27.50 1 

i 


Margaret Schink 

$100 1 

^ nKiCcU. jC/iv| , 

^ rucc-tfl ic/t'/ 

Raymond F Schoenke, Jr 

^29 \, 1 ap. 1 

I. M’- 1 
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M Mac Schwebel 


$50 — 


Geri Palasi 


$77.15 

Terry Semel 


$35 ^ 


David E Shaw 


$70 X,^.\ 

2,5.p 1 

R Edwin Shelton 


$25 — 


Rena M Shulsky 


$25 — 


Jay Stein 



„ 1 tWr-.. .j ^ 

0.5p. 2- ^ ,./W^ ShUr 

David Steiner 


$56.50 l.sp ^ 

d.spx 

David Stern 


$32.50 - 


Bruce Stern 


$50 "T.Sp, 2_ 

Stephen C Swid 


$75 

0 1 /’2r-'\ T , .L« Kroa 4/H/14 

4.141 ‘ 1 2- t swa/.U;u. 

Thomas McKinney 


$25 — 


Rachelle Horowitz 

|0|4p.l<> CJia) 3.ip. J 0|"4: 

Richard Jenrette 


S31.25 1 

1 

Vincent Bartolotta 


$25 — 


Susie Tompkins 


S9S ^ 

1 (evto /-ec cr4 liKC-ftcad 

\ lo/ivfA /- 

Barry Diller 


$40 4 

i/ i\'^/ 

\ (^^> ^ccotJ LiujftecKl4/i)ctrtw«f u.lz‘i c 

T ^Ki. 

Bruce Lee 

$50 •— 


Steve Powell 


S3S.03 — 


Lillian Vernon 


$25 u2 

^ 2- 

Margery Tabankin 


$423.90 1 

‘.t/W u.?wfo<rl 

Robert 8 Wallace 


$45 -7 


Alice Walton vju> 

1 00 

1 ip- 1 ' 

Bert Wesserman C-cTxaJ' ’’ 

$25 — 


Walter H Weiner 


$50 


Frank G Wells 

\ .sp i 

$25 

1 , ip . ^ 

Malcolm H Wiener 


$80 — 

1 

Larry Weissberg 


$60 7..*^ Z 

Alejandro Zaffaroni 


$32.50 1 

e'c Cart'd ’TrCCTd'^ft'f 

Lida Zaffaroni 


$31.50 — 
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PNC 1993 


V36\e; 


X-NoAnO C'/OOQJkAj 

\'^ VJv-^ ^ u \ c:\o■^v^^^ . 

iwviteD ^i4cp^ep □M^lt3^•iJ 


\/Klorman Foster 

$2S 




i/6anief Amor 

• 




v^fuce Lee 

$25 




John Angelides 

$25 — 




Martin Sorkin 

$25 — 




^/Arthur Goldberg 

$30 




Lee Hillman 

$30 — 




Gary Perklnson 

$265 Z,Sp.l 

1 



4 /+Howard P Berko wite 

$25 



1 > / 1 

Frank Moore 

$30 U.^v b 

h. ip- 


Bill Brandt 

$30 1 

1 



Joe Chapman 

'i^6c, $35 y\- 


1 


^Phil Cavanaugh 

$50 




Steve Berlin 

$25 — 




Stephanie Biddle 

$25.25 — 




Loretta Bowen 

«40 ^ 

a 

z 

IT-/ 1 cLmww 

Stanley Hill 

S26.50 4,Sf. 2. 

4,sp- 1 

ip. 1 

C(Vrw. 2/23^ 

t^Of. Ben Armstrong 

*1° 2..Sf>,.2- 

,2.%p.Z 


12./t dXAA 

i Ann L Pride 

1 

$25 1 

1 



1 

1 0 Jeffrey Hirschberg 

^7^ 2- 



etWLT. 

1 George Tagg 

$25 3 

X 

1 


Oan Fabriaio 

$30 




Harold F Koegler 

$25 — 




Ronald Harris 

$25 — 




Stephen A Herman 

$25 2- 

2. 



John W Daniels 

$30 — 




Steve Hyjek 

^25 1 

i.'iP- 1 



Rick Oiegei 

$45.50 

Z.-ip.} 



Dr. Ben Armstrong 

$50 
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7 

Richard Johnston, Jr V*" $50 

liOviTCP 

\ 

Accemo 

1 


^Paul Tudor Jones 

$40 




Jack Curran 

$25 ?) 

4,bF 2. 

1 7 1 1 

^^illiam S Lerach 

$150 




Sam Freed 

$25 

! 


1 

• .. < <£Y'xJctS£i 

^ , ^p- ^ swxr U.S-.0 

Jo^n Tisch 

$25 1^' 

, ^^(3. 2- 


Rich Michalski 

$50 

a 

1 

1 

Don A Madden ^ C 7 < 

$50.40 

' Sul, 



Robert J Cestola 

$25 

- 



Andrew R Morse 

$25 

1 

1 


Linda F Murphy 

$30 

— 



✓^ebra Delee 

$113.20 



Paul Montrone 

$40 




^Robert McGee 

$27 




Thomas Kramer 

$25 

'2 

1 

1 

Alfred R Pierce 

$100 


1 

1 I 7/1 

^Ray Braunstein 

$70 

■ 3 . bp. 2 

Z.b-p. 1 

} . ^■p ■ i 1 2 / « 

L Ray Braunstein 

$30 




Harry A Jacobs. Jr 

$30 

— 



Oswaldo Kosta 

$25 

— 



v^ichard E Halperin 

$50 




Daniel Rose 

$25 Z, 


P- 

\ , Sp 1 

Steven Roth 

$25 

1 


«\0 WCCVl 

Terry Turner 

$25 




John Sweeney 

$84,50 

l3.Jp 4 


j M Bernhard 

$25 

— 



Beatrice Snyder 

$25 




Sylvester Stallone 

$30 




^✓Oavid Stern 

$25 
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S27 ^ 
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Sill Banig 

S30 

IhiViTtt? 

John Sodolski 

$32.40 2- 

Gerard Lederer 

• 

2- 

Sam Oawson 

$100 

4,vp. 5 

Kevin Smrth 1 i\£ju), ovoi't 

$25 

Patty Krallinger 

$25 

— 

Mark Weinstein 

$25 

1 

Rarmond C Skuse 

$25 


/Frank Moore 

$30 


»/ Malcolm H Wiener 

$25 
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17 Kay 1996 


KEKORANDOX TO LEOM PANETTA 

EVELTH LIEBERMAH 

From: Harold IckeoC^S^ 

Re: • Marsha Scott 

VIP operation at the 


Denooratic National Coomittee 


On IS Hay, the President approved the following with regard to 
Marsha Scott and with regard to the VIP operation at the 
Democratic National Convention. 

These recommendations are made with the understanding that 
over the past 3 years a sophisticated process, involving several 
key people, has evolved at the White House for ensuring contact 
and follow up with friends and key political and financial 
supporters of the President and the First Lady. 

For example, Macalc williams and Ann Stock manage a number 
of functions in connection with -the Residence, invitations to 
r.»p David, etoi Nancy Hcrnrelch . working with Carolyn Huber, 
Debbie Schiff, Rebecca Cameron, and others, are responsible for a 
broad range of matters, including personal friends of the 
President and First Lady, In addition, (a) the Chief of Staff's 
office handles seating on Air Force I; (b) Jodje Torkelsor), 
through Melinda Bates, oversees White House tours; (c) the White 

I 
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House Po litical Departnent handles politlcal/fundralslng coffees 
and other political type events with the President; and, with 
Haney Hemreich, OPL, Cabinet Affairs, Intergovernnental Affairs, 
and other deparosents, coordinates access to the President when 
he is on trips; (d) Debra DeLee . hzmdles access to the National 
Convention and related activities; (e) Denocratte National 
Conaittee (through Doug Sosnlk/Karen Hancox) , handles access to 
DHC events; (f) Departaent of Interior , deals with special non 
White House/EOF tours and events. 

Although early on there undoubtedly were a number friends 
and other political and financial supporters who aay not have 
received the attention and follow up they should have (or at 
least thought they should have) , given the close and much acre 
effective coordination among the political and other departments 
of the White House, with Nancy Hernreich, the Social Office, 

StS. , it appears that few friends and other political/financial 
supporters are not being "taken care of" in appropriate ways. 
Unfortunately, there will always be a few people who "fall 
through the cracks" of any system, and reasonable steps to reduce 
this to the smallest number possible should be taken. 

It is, however, very important that the existing system 
continue to function smoothly and not be disrupted. 

Marsha is 


2 


REDACTED 
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redacted 


Therefore, Karsha will continue to 


w- , b] insure that the 

President's supporters are Involved in ftindraising activities to 
the extent ^ssible; c] while at the Kbite house, attend 
political fundraising coffees/events, euid certain other events, 
as detemined in consultation with Evelyn Liebennan and Karold 
Ickes, and handle follow up with attendees. 

Any friend or supporter of the President who feels 
overlooked or not attended to in the appropriate way will be 
referred by Karsha to Nancy Kernreich, Ann Stock or other 
appropriate person in the White House for follow up. 

Marsha and her assistant, Wendy Heistad, will be transferred 
froD the political departnent, where she is currently located, 
and will henceforth report directly to Harold and Evelyn. 

She and Wendy will be relocated froo OEOB office IIS to utOB 
office 166. 

While on the White House staff, she will have appropriate 
access to the White House database but only in connection with 
her official duties. The information in the database cannot be 
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DNC FINANCE CALL SHEET 


FOR: HiQary Rodham Clinton 

CALL SHEET PREPARED BY: Mairin Rosen 
DATE: December 4 

NAME: Dr. Sue Bailey SPOUSE: 

TITLE: Physidan 

COMPANY: 

ADDRESS: Bethesda, MD 
PHONE: w (202) 496-4862, fa 

ASST NAME: 


CONTRIBUTOR HISTORY: $3,250 in 1995, $10,250 in 1994, $12,000 in 1993. 

REASON FOR CALL: Ask to contribute an additional $50,000 for the DNC Media 

Fund. 

ADDITIONAL NOTES: Sue is a Clinical Psychiatrist. Formerly, she served as Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Health Affairs at DoD. She resigned 
this position last June to work with the re-elect committee on 
women’s fundraising. Her husband, Alex Mendel, is the next 
CEO of AT&T. She is a former co-chair for the WLF. She 
hosted an event with Tipper Gore in her home in 1S^3. 

CALL RESULTS: 



Confidential lofbnnatioo 
\ ' 
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DNC FINANCE CALL SHEET 


FOR: HUlary Rodlum Clinton 

CALL SHEET PREPARED BY: Mnrrin Roam 
DATE; December 4 

NAME: Ann or Jerome Flakier 


TTrLE: 


COMPANY; 

ADDRESS: 

PHONE: 

ASST NAME: 

CONTRIBUTOR HISTORY: They nude a large contribution to the Virginia Kelly 

Foundation. They are tbe founders of Nine West 
Apparei and Shoe company. Ann is extremely 
supportive in cancer research organizations. 

REASON FOR CALL: Ask Ann or Jerome to contribute $50,000 for the DNC Media 

Fund. 

ADDITIONAL NOTES: 

CALL RESULTS: 


Confidential Information 
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DNC FINANCE CALL SHEET 

FOR; HillaiT Rodtum ClistOD 

CALL SHEET PREPARED BY: Marvin Rosen 
DATE: December 4 

NAME: Mar; Ann Cofrin SPOUSE: 

TTHE: 

COMPANY: 

ADDRESS: Floience, MA 
PHONE: 

ASST NAME: 

CONTRIBinrOR HISTORY: $59,000 in 1992; has not contributed since then. 

REASON FOR CALL: Ask Mary Ann to contribute $50,000 for the DNC Media Fund. 

ADDITIONAL NOTES: Her brother, David, and sister, Gladys, have both Contributed 
to the DNC this year. Maiy Ann is an active supponer of 
EMILY’S List. 

CALL RESULTS: 


Confideirtiil Infoiroation 
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DNC FINANCE CALL SHEET 

FOR: Hillar y Rodham Clinton 

CALL SHEET PREPARED BY; Marrin Rosen 
DATE: December 4 

NAME: Ayse Kenmore (pronounced I sha) SPOUSE; Robert 

TITLE: 

COMPANY: 

ADDRESS; San Frandsco, CA 
PHONE: 

ASST NAME: 

CONTRIBUTOR HISTORY: $200, (KM In 1992; she and her husband Robert have not 

contributed since then. 

REASON FOR CALL: Ask Ayse to contribute $100,000 for the DNC Media Fund. 

ADDITIONAL NOTES: Ayse is in Washington next week for the AIDS conference. She 
has been to a number of events at the White Rouse. 

CALL RESULTS: 
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DNC FINANCE CALL SHEET 


FOR; Hillary Rodham CUntoD 

CALL SHEET PREPARED BY: Marrin Rosen 
DATE; December 4 

NAME: Susan Manilow SPOUSE: 

TITLE: 

COMPANY: 

ADDRESS: Chicago, IL 
PHONE: 

ASST NAME: 

CONTRIBUTOR HISTORY; $1,000 In 199$, $1,000 In 1994. 

REASON FOR CALL: Ask Susan to contribute $$0,000 Tor the DNC Media Fund. 

ADDl'l lONAL NOIES: Susan is Inroleed in the arts in Chicago and raised a 
substantial amount for the 1992 Clinton/Gore campaign. She 
also serves on the Vice President’s Residence Foundation. 

CALL RESULTS: 


Confidential irtbrmation 
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DNC FINANCE CALL SHEET 

FOR: BiUai; Rodham Clinton 

CALL SHEET PREEARED BY: Marvin Rosen 

DATE: December 4 

NAME: Denise Rich SPOUSE; 

TtrLE: 

COMPANY; 

ADDRESS; NewYoi1s,.NY 

PHONE: 

ASST NAME: 

CONTRIBlirOR HISTORY: $75,000 in 1995, $107,000 in 1994, $110,000 in 1993 

REASON FOR CALL; Ask to contribute an additional $50,000 for the DNC Media 
Fund. 

ADDITIONAL NOTES: Denise has committed to contribute an additional $50,000 in the 
beginning of next year. Please ask her to send her additional 
contribution this year. Denise is interested in hosting a 
ftmdraisng event at her home for the DNC. She is a granuny 
nominated songwriter. 

CALL RESULTS: 


ConfidenUal Information 
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DNC FINANCE CALL SHEET 

FOR: HiUaiy Rodhani Oiatoa 

CALL SHEET PREPARED BY: Msiriii Rosea 
DATE: December 4 

NAME: Darld Mandelbaum SPOUSE: 

TITLE: Attormey 

COMPANY: Mandelbaum & Mandelbaum 
ADDRESS: Onnge, NJ 

PHONE: w (201) 32S-0011, 

ASST NAME: 

CONTRIBUTOR HISTORY: $2S,000 in 1$94, $10,000 in 1993 

REASON FOR CALL: Ask to contribute $50,000 for the DNC Media Fund. 

ADDITIONAL NOTES: 

CALL RESULTS: 


Conbdentid tafonnation 
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DNC FINANCE CALL SHEET 

FOR: Eiilar; Rodham CBnton 

CAtL SHEET FREPARED BY; Manto Rosen 
DAtE; Decsmber 4 

NAME: Su^ Toaqdds SOUSE: 

TITLE; Stockholder/InTestar 

COMPANY: Esprit de Coip. 

ADDRESS: San Itecisca, CA 
PHONE: (w) 415-923-lOOIj 
ASST NAME: 

CONTRmUTOR HISTORY: $100^ in 1992. 

REASON FOR CALL: Ash Surie to contribute $100,000 for the DNC Media Fund. 

ADDITIONAL NOTES: Susie Cochaired the San Francisco fimdraiser for 
Clinton/Gore. 

CALL RESULTS: 


ConSdeatial Information 
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DNC FINANCE CALL SHEET 

FOR; HDlary Rodham Clinton 

CALL SHEET PREPARED BY: Marrin Rosen 
DATE: DecanlMr 4 

NAME: Ralph Launn SPOUSE; Rlkkl 

TITLE: Chainnan 

COMPANY: Polo, Coil). 

ADDRESS: New York, NY 
PHONE: 

ASST NAME: 

CONTRIBUTOR HISTORY: $1,000 in 1995, $25,000 in 1994. 

REASON FOR CALL: Ask Ralph to contribute $50,000 for the DNC Media Fund this 

year. 

ADDITIONAL NOTES: 

CALL RESULTS: 


Confidential Infoimation 
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DNC FINANCE CALL SHEET 

FOR: Hillary Rodham CHntoa 

CALL SHEET PREPARED BY: Marvin Rosen 
DATE: December 4 

NAME: Joan Heipem SPOUSE: David 

TITLE: President and CEO 

COMPANY: Joan and David Heipem, Inc. 

ADDRESS: New York, NY 
PHONE: 

ASST NAME: 

CONTRIBUTOR HISTORY: Has not contributed to the DNC; however, she has 

Indicated to DNC staff that she would like to get 
involved. She is interested in supporting the President’s 
efforts. 

REASON FOR CALL: Ask to contribute $50,000 for the DNC Media Fund. 

ADDITIONAL NOTES: 

CALL RESULTS: 


Confidential Infbrmatton 
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DNC FINANCE CALL SHEET 

FOR: Hillary Rodham Clintoo 

CALL SHEET PREPARED BY: Mairin Rosen 
DATE: December 4 

NAME: Marion Sandler SPOUSE: Herb 

TITLE: Co-Chairman 

COMPANY: Golden West Financial, Inc. 

ADDRESS: San FVandsco, CA 
PHONE: I I 

ASST NAME: Karen 

CONTRIBUTOR HISTORY: $3,750 in 1992; Have not been m^)or contributors to the 

DNC, but they are DSCC Majority Trust members 

($ 20 , 000 ). 

REASON FOR CALL: Ask Marion to contribute $50,000 for the DNC Media Fund. 

ADDITIONAL NOTES: Marion and her husband, Herb, are co-founders of Golden 
West Financial Inc., the nation’s third largest thrift. 

CALL RESULTS: 


Confidential Infonnation 
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DNC FINANCE CALL SHEET 


FOR: BQilary Rodium CUntoii 

CALL SHEET PREPARED BV: Marvin Roseo 

DATE: December 4 

NAME: Huda or Smoia Parouki 

TmUE: 

COMPANY; Hal FIcance Corporafltm 
ADDRESS: Vienna. VA 

PHONE: w <’^3) 391-6107,' 

ASST NAME! 


CONIIUBUTOR HISTORY! $51,000 in 1994 

REASON FOR CALL: Ask Huda or Sarnia to contribute $50,000 for the DNC Media 
Fund, 

ADDITIONAL NOTES: The Farotikls are Palestinian-Ameilcans and are eiiti^nely 
supportive of the President's efforts in the Middle-East. Huda 
is Chairman of an iotemationai trading and shipping company, 
active in the export of coostnictlon materials and building 
machinery and equipment to Europe, the Middle East aod the 
Far East. He serves on the Board of Builders for Peace. 
Sarnia Is the founder and President of Bai Finance, a venture 
eapHaiyinvestment company. She also serves on the board of 
the Corcoran gallo? and on the board of the National 
Association of Arab Americans. 

CALL RESfJLTS: 
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MEMORANDUM FOR HAROLD ICKES 

From: Terry McAuliffe 

Latin Hartigui 
Ari SwUler 

Date: February 15, 1995 

Ke; Managiog Trustee Dinners 


The dinner February 16th is the first of two dinners (the second is February 21st] honoring the 
Democratie Natiooal Committee’s Managing Trustees. Those invited either raised over 
$250,000 or wrote $100,000 for the DNC in 1994. The program is co-chaired by Scott Pastiick 
and Betb Doaorelz and there are currently ninety-one members. This group will be an anchor 
in the 199Sand 1996 fundraising efforts. 

To note: February 16tfa is Alan Solomont's birthday. Alan served as co-chair of the Presidential 
dinner in Boston. Larry Eawldns and Pat Varone got married last weekend. Inrry was a co- 
chair of the Florida Presidential dinner in 1994. 


President and Hrst Lady’s Thbles: 


1. 

POTUS 

1. FLOTUS 

2. 

Stan Shuman 

2. Alan Kligerman 

3. 

Susan Solomont 

3. Kathleen Leonard 

4. 

Pallida Bugelas-Bnndt 

4. Belvin Priedson 

S. 

Edgar Bronfman, Ir. 

5. Sam Domb 

6. 

Courtney Pastriek 

6. Charlie Tiie 

7. 

CJ. Wang 

7. Joyce Schechter 

g. 

Sandra Montrone 

g. Scott Pastriek 

9. 

Mark Jimenez 

9. Pat Varone 

10. 

Pauline Kandianalak 

10. Lee Godfrey 
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To: AIoxIyHcnn^ Maggie WiniaiWM aclc N^t^a rqi' 

Ffom :_Lyan C jitl jr t 

Re: Request of M&c Jimenez 
Sept 25, 1996 J 

Mwk Jimenez of Honda, who haa been vety halpiu! to lu on a varied' of fionts, haa called 
asking if he could be on the delegation to the Af EC Conference in the PhiUipines, that wil l take 
place November 22-25. ~ 

You vrill remember that Mark ia from the PhiUipines. and I know that this means a great deal to 

him. ' 

Please advise me if there is soructhing else I should do to be of help to Marie. This is really 
important 


I am at 496-4836. Thanks. | 

V(tQ, trt.'. W\o,C.V_ (tV.-llcO-d't 
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Presidentl-xl Legal Expense Trust 

1 1 1 1 I9th Street, N.W., Suite 608 ■ Wtshirtgton. D C. 20036 
Telepbtme (202) 46^25 • Tele&x (202) 46.3-8426 


August 12, 1996 


Cheiyl Mills, Esq. 

Associate Counsel to the President 
Old Executive Office Building Room 128 
Washington, DC 20500 

Dear Cheryl: 

You may want to circulate by hand the enclosed letter from David Lawrence to: 

Mrs. Clinton 
Jack Quinn 
Harold Ickes 
Bruce Lindsey 
Evelyn Lieberman 
Maggie Williams 

Thanks for your assistance. 


Sincerely, 


Michael H. Cardozo 
Trustee and Executive Director 


Enclosure 


T R i 


s T E E s 


Bfjdemas - Michael H (..irxi../-. TiutRlurr M. H«buf^'h. C S C. • N'lcholas deB. Katienbtch 
Rtinald L Olson Cliioi L KunarJvm • Michael I SiAern • johnC Whitehead 
Harivira Itirdan 1 1936-1 yyO) 
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July 5, 199$ 


Presidential Legal Expense Trust 
Suite 608 

1111 19th Street. N.W. 

Wastnngton.D.C. 20036 

Attn; Tlieodore M. Hesburgh. C.S.C.; & Nicholas deB. Katzenbach. 

Cc-Chairs 
for the Trustees. 

Dear Sirs: 

Thank you for your letter of June 27. 1996 with its enclosures, including a check for $1,000 
refunding my contn'butions of March 16. 1996 having the same total amount. 

I realize that the letter was sent for the purpose of ensuring compliance with very strict standards 
of ethical accountability, and that In the normal course of events nearly ali bona fide contributors 
would return the same amount to you with the additional data called for (phone, occupation, 
employer's name, and address where not previoushy supplied). Others would simply cash or 
deposit the check, possibly returning a letter of acknowledgment. 

Unfortunately, as you suspected, the funds were raised by the efforts of a concerned party who 
v/as unaware of some of the terms mentioned in your letter. In particular, none of those In the 
private association involved in the fundraising knew that the individual U.S. citizen donors were 
required to use only their own funds. In my case. SSOO given by money order was advanced by 
the association or its leader and not reimbursed by me. We were led to believe that 
reimbursement was optional. I am sure that none of the members or leadership of the association 
knew otherwise. In addition. I was not made aware of the other terms mentioned in your letter. In 
particular. I was not aware that the Trust *wUI make periodic public reports of fund contributors.* 

After complying with the exhortations of this association’s leadership to donate the funds. I realized 
to my chagrin that I would probably ever after be on political fundraising mailing lists for 
contributions of $1,000. That discomfort pales before the awareness of being on a public list of 
such contributors. As a result. I am sure I want to rescind my $500 contribution by depositing your 
check. Because SSOO of your reimbursement for the total amount belongs to the association 1 
must also send a check for that amount to the ’SUMA Ching Hai International Association,* 
together with a copy hereof. 

I hope and have confidence that you will receive enough voluntary contributions that the President's 
campaign and Presidency will not be affected by the proceedings against him. (which may well be 
in part the result of political animosity and bad faith). Such effects were advanced as the reason 
for the association's seeking these donations *in principle* from U.S. citizen members, regardless 
of whether we intended to vote for Mr. Clinton in November. 
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Because of the manner m which funis were raised h this episode, I have whhdravim from active 
membership and have been pondering submitt jig ny resignation horn the association involved, and 
have decided to do so in the covering letter which accompanies their copy of tMs letter. Although 
the leader’s posftion is presumably sincere, it reflects a wide divergence between her judgment 
and mine as to when donations from particular sources are necessary and appropriate and whal 
kinds of eidioitation and soclai pressure are appropriate for fundraising. In addition, although I 
wish Mr. Clinton well and have a general preference for such small nuances of distinction as there 
are between his policies and those of his major-party opposition. I am far from having decided to 
east ny vote for him in Noverrdier. Had I done so, the amount of an appropriate contribution in my 
modest financial chcwnstances woidd be far smaller than the one involved m this incident. 

thank you for the principted attention you have given this matter. I tmst there will be no further 
problem. 


Yours sfticerely. 


Daiind S. lavA^nee 


cc: S.U.M.A.Chin9 Hat tntematiooai Association 
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RECORD TYPE; PRESIDENTIAL {ALL-IN-1 MAIL) 

CREATOR: Evan M. Ryan ( RYAN_E ) (V7HO) 

CREATION DATE/TIME: 9-MAY-1996 11;50;11.27 
SUBJECTrCall List additions 

TO: Peggy A. Lewis ( LEWIS_P ) (WHO) 

READ: 9-MAY-1996 12:27:35.36 

TEXT : 

Maggie wanted to add John Huang to her call list - 863-7178 
He's from the DNC 

Is Chuck Supple still on that list 638-3300? 


COMMITTEE ACCESS 



EOP 006621 
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On 3 June i99S | t I met with Laura Hartigan to review the re- 
elect's fundraising projections, staffing and estimated finance 
department expenses. 

As shown on schedule A (attached^ , p rojected revenue for the 
period of April-Junc 1995, was originally $5.4 million, which 

( included $800,000 to be transferred from the 1992 campaign. As a 
result of the recent addition of "large donor” fundraisers during 
this period, which are not reflected in schedule A, Laura is 
confident that the total receipts for those 3 months will 
approximate $8.3 million, of which approximatelY $4.6 million 
will be natchable. Instead of $800,000, only $250,000 was 
actually transferred from the '92 campaign. Thus, in effect, by 
the end of June 1995, $13.1 million will have been raised, 
including $4.6 million in matching funds and including the 
$250,000 transferred from the '92 campaign. 

Terry and Laura estimate that of the approximate $43-4 million to 
raised for the "primary" process, some $13 million are expected 
to be federal matching funds which means that $30.4 million needs 
to be raised. 

There are currently 17 paid fundraising staff members as of 30 
May. By the end of August 1995, the total paid fundraising staff 
will be 30-34 people. 

Schedule B. attache d, is the up-dated estimated expenses for the 
fundraising operation" Thf the pre-conv¥ntion period whi<^ totals 
$7.3 million. This does not Include the splitting of some 
expenses with DNC, where the ONC and the re-elect conduct joint 
fundraisers. Thus, the total amount could be less than the $7.3 


CGflO-017451 
F.eq. s/rs/^-: 
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million shown on schedule B. 

The $7.3 million includes estimated costs for Air Force 1 and Air 
Force 2, and travel costs for KRC and Mrs. Gore. It also 
includes printing, postage and processing of all direct mail 
solicitations, as well as the retainer fee for the direct mail 
consultants . 

Although the expenses on schedule 2 are projected through June 
1996, Laura thinks it probable that most fundraising will be 
concluded by the end of February which would permit the shifting 
of fundraising staff to the DNC and, thereby, possibly reducing 
the projected $7.3 million in over-all fundraising expenses. 

The bulk in fundraising expenses ($6.0 million} will have been 
incurred by the end of December 1995. 

Finally, attached is a document captioned ”Clinton/Gore '96 
Finance Department Structure and Review,” which I received from 
Laura Hartigan. 

Please let me know if you have any questions, need further 
information or wish to discuss. 


CGR0-013A 
Req. 5/ZS 
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Clinton/Gore ‘96 Finaace Department 
Department Structure & Review 



CGRO-O 13453 
Req. 5/33/97 
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Ctinton/Gore '9< Finuce Department 
Regional Finance Structure 

PicffYarkRcgiiitt 

States: 

New York 

Connecticut 

Staff: 

Regional Director (TBD) 

Regional Deputy Director (TBD) 

Kew Jersey Region 

States: 

NewJersey 

Staff: 

Jemii&r Scully, Regional Director 

Nctt EBgiBBil Rtgiaa 

States: 

Massi^usetts 
" Rhode Island 

Maine 

New Hampshire 

Vermont 

Staff: 

Regional Director (TBD) 


PCDBiylYIIBM Rtoon 

States: Pennsylvania 

Staff: Regional Director (TBD) 

MW-Atliaac RtgitiB 

States: Washington, DC 

Delaware 
Maiyiand 
Virginia 

Staff: Ann Rowan, Regional Director 

David Bry ant, Regional Deputy Director/ African American Outreach 


CGR0-O1345* 
Req. 5Z58-4’- 
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Florid«/South Rtgion 

States: Florida 

Georgia 
North Carolina 
South Carolina 
Alabama 
Mississippi 
Kentucky 
Tennessee 

Staff: Peter O’Keefe, Regional Director 

Jay Dunn, Region^ Deputy Director 

Teias/South Region 

States: Texas 

Oklahoma 

Louisiana 

Staff: Meredith Jones, Regional Director 

Arkansas Region 

States: Arkansas 

Staff: Jay Dunn is working with Skip Rutherford 

Southern California Reginn 

States: Southern California (Los Angeles) 

Staff: Kimberly Ray, Regional Director 

Regional Deputy Director (TBD) 

Hannah BonrL Regional Finance Assistant 

Northern California Region 

States: Northern California (San Francisco) 

Staff: Regional Director (TBD) 


CGRO-0 13455 
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Wwlem StitM Region 

States; Washington 

Oregon 
Colorado 
Arizona 
North Dakota 
South Dakota 
Montana 
New Mexico 
Wyoming 
Nevada 

Staff: Connie Sanders, Regional Director 

Regional Deputy Director (TBD) 

Mid-Western Region 

States: Illinois 

Ohio 
Indiana 
~ Minnesota 
Wisconsin 
Kansas 
Missouri 
Iowa 

Staff: Mark Thomarui, Regional Director 

Vice Chair/Special Programs 

-> James Rubirt, Director of Business Outreach 

Jeff King, Director of Operations & National Programs 




National Health Care Coalition 
National Women's Coalition 
National Business Leadership Council 
Jewish Community 
African American Community 




»**- 



CGRO-0 13456 
Req. 5/Z8/9T 



336 


CUnCoo/Gore *96 Finaocc Department 
Lay Leadership Structure 


National Finance Chairman (1) 

Teny McAuliffe 

National Finance Vice-Chairs (S) 

Commitments of SI, 000,000 plus 

National Finance Co-Chair (10) 

Commitments of SS00,000 

National Finance Executive Board (25) 

Commitments of S100,000 

National Finance Board Members (200) 

Commitments of S50, 000 

National Finance Committee (100) 

Commitments of $10,000 

General Deserintioii 



The National Finance Board wilt be comprised of 200 of the Fresident*s strongest 
supporters and top business leaders from around the country who have agreed to raise 
money for the Re-Etecdon Campaign. 

In order to use the President’s time effectively, several events will be held in Washington, 
DC, 50 that people can come to Washington and have a day of briefings with White 
House staff and a dinner with the President, 

Finance Board members will have the opportunity to participate in Quarterly Meetings 
held in Washington, DC. The first meeting will be held June 19th and will include a 
luncheon with Vice President Gore, political and campaign briefings fiom White House 
staff and Washington political leaders, and a White House Reception with the President 
and First Lady. 


CGRO-0134: 
Req. 5/2S* 
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CUnton/Gore *96 Fioancc Departmeat 
Scheduled Events Through December 1995 


May 1 8 - Washington, DC « Luncheon with the First Lady 

May 24 - Washington, DC - Reception with the Vice President 

May 24 - Washington, DC - Saxophone Club Reception with the Vice President 

June 6 - Washington, DC - Reception with the Vice President and Tipper Gore 

June 15 - Newark, NJ • Tea with Secretary Donna Shalala 

June 15 • Florida (3 Cities) • Breakfast, Lunch and Dinner with the Vice President 

June 19 • Washington, DC - National Finance Beard Luncheon with the Vice Pr^ident 

June 19 - Washington, DC - National Finance Board Reception with the President and First Lady 

June 22 - Somerset, NJ • New Jersey Presidential Dinner (All PrincipaJs) 

June 23 - Little Rock, AR - Little Rock Presidential Luncheon (All Principals) 

June 29 * Chicago, IL • Chicago Presidential Dinner (President & First L^y) 

July 1 1 - Washington, DC - Dinner with the First Lady 
July 1 1 > Washington, DC - Reception with the Vice President 
July 12 - Baltimore, MD ■ Luncheon with Tipper Gore 
July 13 - Washington, DC - Dinner with the President 
July 25 - Washington, DC - Dinner with the President 
July 3 1 - Washington, DC - Reception with the Vice President 

August 2 * Washington, DC • Dinner with the President 
August 10 - Washington, DC - Dinner with the President 

September 7 - Washington, DC > Dinner with the President 
September 12 • Washington, DC - Dinner with the President 
September 1 8 - Denver, CO • Dinner with the President 
September 19 • San Francisco, CA • Luncheon with the President 
September 19 • Los Angeles, CA • Dinner with the President 
September 20 • Miami, FL • Dinner with the President 
September 2{ • Panama City, FL • Luncheon with the President 
September 21 > Philadelphia, PA > Dinner with the President 
September 26 * Washington, DC • Washington Presidential Gala 
September 26 • Washington, DC • Saxophone Club Presidential Celebration 

October 16 • Boston, MA • Dinner with the President 
October 17 - Nashville, TN - Dinner wlh the President 
October 21 - Pittsburgh, PA - Dinner with the President 
October 24 - New York, NY - Dinner with the President 

November 14 - St. Louis, MO - Luncheon with the President 
Novep'ber 14 - Detroit, MI - Dinner with the President 


/vG*. 








/-«■ 
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Clinton/Gore ‘9i Finance Department 
Direct Mail St Telemarketing 


Staff: Kim Cubine, Oiiector of Maikedng & Direct Mail 

Consultant: Malchow, Adams & Hussey 
Washington. DC 

April 

One Mailing 

May 

One Mailing 
One Telemarketing 

June 

One Mailing 
One Telemarketing 

July 

One Mailing 
August 

One Mailing 
September 

Three Mailings 
October 

One Mailing 
November 

One Mailing 


CGRO-O 13459 
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Clinton/Gore *96 Finance Department 
Staff 


Laura Haitigan 
National Finance Director 
202/496^13 
202/496-4848 FAX 


Description; Implement the major donor fundraising plan 

Background: DNC Finance Director; Clinton/Gore ‘92 Mid-West Finance Director 

RickLemer 

Deputy Director of Ftnance 
202/496-3802 
202/496-4848 FAX 

Description; Inclement the major donor fundraising plan 

Background; NJ Finance Director for Clinton/Gore ‘96; Harvard Business School 

Jeff King 

Director of Operations, Finance Department 

202/496-4803 

202/496-4848 FAX 


Description: Implement the organization and operational aspects of the fundraising plan 
Background: DNC Futance Department; 1992 Democratic Governors’ /Association; 1992 
Pamela Harriman 

Kim Cubine 

Director of Marketing and Direct Mail 

202/496-4804 

202/496-1848 FAX 


Description: Implementation of the direct mail plan 
Background: DCCC Director of Marketing & Direct Mail 


CGRO-O 13460 
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Jason McIntosh 

Assistant to the National Finance Chainnan 


202/496-4814 
202/496-4848 FAX 


Description: Adminsitrative support 
Background: DNC 

Victoria High! 

Fundraising Coordinator 
202/496-4813 
202/496-4848 FAX 


Description: Fundraising coordination and logistical support 
Background: Congressman Colin Peterson 

Jackson D unn 
Regional Finance Director 
202/496-4810 
202/496-4848 FAX 

Description: Fundraising director for NC, SC, AL & AR 
Background: DNC Deputy Southern Director; Terry Sanford Campaign 

Jennifer Scully 

New Jersey Finance Director 

201/228-6110 

202/496-4809 DC Voice Mail 
202/496-4848 DC FAX 

Descriptioa: New Jersey fundraising 
Background: DNC Trustee Program 

Peter O'Keefe 
Southeast Finance Director 
202/496-4811 DC Voice Mail 
202/496-4848 FAX 

Description: Fundraising in FL, GA, MS & L-A 

Background; DNC Southern Finance Director; 1992 Clinton/Gore - Kenmcky 


CGRC'-0134t r 
Req. 5/2S/® 



341 


Aim Rowan 

Mid-Atlantic Finance Director 
202/496-4«07 
202/496-4848 FAX 

Description: Fundraising in DC. MD, DE & \'A 

Background: Mike Andrews Finance Director: Senator Bentsen Finance Director S'. COS 

Mark Thomann 
Regional Hnance Director 
312/8S3-1163 
312/8S3-0279FAX 
202/496-4808 DC Voice Mail 
202/496-4848 DC FAX 

Description: Fundraising in IL, OH, WI, IN. MI & MN 
Background: Alan Wheat's Finance Director 

Matdiew N. Cobush 
Director, The Saxophone Club 
202/496-4877 
202/496-4848 FAX 
Pager TBD ' 

Description: Fuixlraising for the Saxophone Club 
BackgtWid: DNC Saxophone Club; DNC Trustee Program 

David Bryant 

Deputy Mid-Atlantic Fmance Director 
Phone TBD 
202/496-4848 FAX 
Pager TBD 

Description: Fundraising in the Mid-Atlantic Region; African-American Outreach 
Background: Legislative Assistant on Capitol Hill 

Elaine Howard 

Director of Events, Finance Department 

202/496-4826 

202/496-4848 FAX 

Description: Event logistics 
Background: DNC Event Director 


CGRQ- 
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Position TBD 

Director of the Clinton/Gore ‘96 Women’s Coalition 

Description: Development a national coalition of women who support and raise funds for the 
Clinton/Gore Campaign 


CGRO-O 1 3463 
Req. 5/28/97 
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Kris Van Giesen 

Direaor of Donor Relations &. White House Liaison 

202/496-t867 

202/496-4848 FAX 

Pager TBD 

Description: Acts as liaison to the White House for scheduling issues and responds to donor 
requests. 

Background: Office of the Vice President; Clinton/Gore ‘92 Advance Staff; Hartigan for 
Governor Campaign 

Joan Kenny 
Finance Coordinator 
202/496-4805 
202/4964848 FAX 

Description: Event logistics and check processing 
Background: DNC; New York University MBA 

Todd Floyd 

Finance Coordinator & Event Assistant 

202/4964806 

202/496-4^ VAX. 

Description: Event logistics 

July 1 Start Pate 

Kimberly Ray 

Southern California Finance Director 
202/496-4825 
202/4964848 VAX 
Pager TBD 

Description: Fundraising in Los Angeles and Southern California 
Background: Southern California Finance Director for Senator Diane Feinstein 

Jamie Rubin 

Director of Business Ouueach 
202/496-4825 
202/4964848 FAX 
Pager TBD 

Description: Fundraising in the business community; coordinate lay leader projects 
Background: Fundraising in New York 


CGRQ-0 13464 
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Connie Sanders 

Western Suites Finance Director 
202/496-4825 
202/496-4848 FAX 
Pager TBD 

Description: Fundraising in WA, OR, NV, MT, AZ, ND, SC & CO 
Background: Fundraising consultant 

Meredith Jones 

Texas Regional Finance Director 
201/228-6110 
201/228-5543 FAX 
Pager TBD 

Description: Fundraising in TX and southern states 

Background: Mike Andrews Finance Staff: Then-Senator Bentsen’s Finance Staff 
Griffin Schultz 

Deputy Regional Finance Director 
201/228-6110 
201/228-5543 F/kX 
Pager TBD 

Description:- Fuisdraising in PA & NJ 

Background: Senator Wofford and the Fundraising Management Group (FMG> 

Hannah Bond 

Southern California Finance Coordinator 
Phone TBD 
Pager TBD 

Description: Assist with fundraising eRbtts in southern California 
Background: Clinton/Gore ‘92 (/Assistant to Rahm Emanuel, Susan Thomases) 

Michael Marubio 
Finance Coordinator, Roadshow 
Phone TBD 
Pager TBD 

Description: /Vssist with fundraising efforts for various events around the country 
Background: Executive Director of a non-profit organization; Harvard Business School 

Tracy Newman 

Finance Coordinator, Roadshow 
Phone TBD 
Pager TBD 

Description: /kssist with fundraising effoiS for various events around the country 
Background: Lead or Leave 


CGRO-O 13445 
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28 November 1995 


MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT 

VICE PRESIDENT 

CC LEON PANETTA 

ERSKINE BONLES 
MAGGIE WILLIAMS 
RON KLAIN 
DAVID STRAUSS 
DOUG SOSNIK 
KAREN HANCOX 
CHAIRMAN DODD 
CHAIRMAN FOWLER 
MARVIN ROSEN 
SCOTT PASTRIK 

FROM HAROLD ICKESclS- 


Non-Responsive Material 
Has Been Redacted 


RE 


Fundraising efforts for DNC media 


On 28 November I met with Marvin Rosen, Scott Pastrik, 
Richard Sullivan, Terry McAuliffe, Laura Hartigan, Karen Hancox 
and Doug Sosnik to get a realistic assessment of the DNC's 
financial situation (especially on a cash flow basis) for the 
balance of calendar '95, especially as it relates to the media 
fund . 


1. Based on our 28 November meeting, Marvin'Rosen thinks it 
unrealistic Co expect Che raising of new money that will actually 

be deposited during calendar 1995 in excess of $1.2 million. 

This amount can be raised, in his opinion, only under the 
following circumstances. 

approximately 20 phone calls by the President 

approximately IS phone calls by the Vice President 
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approximately 10 phone calls by HRC 

one additional event during December by the 

President in D.C. 

two additional events during December by the VP 

2 . In addition to the foregoing, the following events must 
be scheduled if the monies estimated for the original DNC 
operations budget/media fund are to be realized during 1995. 

lunch with the President during December (to 
replace a similar limch on the President ' s 
November schedule which was bumped) 

dinner with the President during January 

3. Finally, an additional Re-elect lunch needs to be 
scheduled during December with the President to replace a Re- 
elect lunch that was on his schedule in November but which was 
bumped . 

Even if these phone calls are made and new events are 
scheduled (assuming the events are scheduled this week to be held 
ptior to Christmas) , there will still be very serious problems 
with cash flow. 

If all of the foregoing is accomplished, Marvin expects to 
be able to raise $1.2 to $1.5 million in new money, which would 
leave the DNC short by approximately $1.5 million for the $3 
million in additional media spending for December. Thus, the DNC 
would end 1995 with approximately $5.5 million in debt, at a 
minimum. (If no additional media, over the original $10 million 
is aired during 1995, the DNC will end 1995 with a minimum of 
$4.0 million in debt) . In the event that no new monies are 
raised, and if an additional $3 million is spend for media during 
December, the DNC will end 1995 with at least a $7 million debt 
(assuming that the events described in paragraph number 2 above 
are rescheduled during December and January) , 
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THE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN 

•s- -f-'? V 


HEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT 

THE VICE PRESIOEHT 

CC: I<eon Panetta 

Evelyn Lleberman 
Maggie Hllllams 
Ron Klaln 
Doug Sosnik 
Karen Hancox 
Peter Knight 
Terry McAullffe 
Laura Hartlgan 
Chairman Dodd 
Chairman Fowler 
B.J. Thomberry 
Marvin Rosen 
Scott PastricJc 
Richard Sullivan 
Brad Marshall 


2 August 1996 / ^ f) 






From: 

Re: 



Harold Ickes^^^^ 

DHC budget/fundraising meeting of 1 August 1996 


At the weekly DNC budget/fundraising meeting on 1 August it was 
concluded that If the DMC is to be able to spend the $128 million 
budgeted for calendar 1996 (January - October) , approximately $31 
million of "federal* dollars must be raised from major donors 
between now and the end of October. This assumes that the gross 
receipts from direct mall will only be $25 million rather than 
the original anticipated $30 million. 

To date, $15 million in federal monies have been raised by major 
donors since the first of the year and another $15 million gross 
has been raised by direct mall (all of which is federal) . Since 
551 (on the average) of the $128 million must be federal money, a 
total $71 million in federal money must be raised if $128 million 
is to be spent. 

Since only $15 million federal dollars have been raised from 
major donors for the period January through the end of July, it 
seems to be an almost impossible task to raise an additional $31 
million in federal money from major donors between now and the 
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end of October. If that anount of noney cannot be raised, total 
overall spending of the DNC will have to be substantially 

reduced . 

(millions) 

71 - total "federal" needed (S5» x $128 million) 

- 15 - major donor federal deposited as of 7/31 
56 - subtotal 

- 15 - gross direct mail deposited as of 7/31 (all federal) 
41 - subtotal 

10 - additional gross direct mail expected by 10/31 
31 - federal to be raised from major donor between 8/1 
and 10/31 if DNC is to be able to spend full $128 
million. 

Much of whether or not the $31 million federal from major donors 
can be raised depends upon the success of the birthday party in 
August. Marvin Rosen , however, is very concerned that if there 
are not sufficient fundraising events scheduled in October (which 
will be extraordinarily difficult to schedule given the probable 
3 week debate schedule in early October and the press of 
campaigning for the remainder of October) , it will be, in his 
words, "very difficult" to raise all of the $31 million federal 
needed from major donors. It is estimated at this point that 
there is a deficit of approximately $8 million in federal 
dollars, that is, projected total of federal dollars from major 
donors from scheduled events between now and the end of October, 
is $23 million — $8 million below the $31 million needed to 
permit the $128 million to be spent. 


CCRo-( 

^*9e 


0661 
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rne .vwiTe mousc 

WASWtNG^ON 




THt WHITE House 


April 2 €, 199 ) 


Hr. Johnny Chunq 
Procldont ( CEO 
Talfora inc. 

100 north Barranca Avanua 
a«v«nth Floor 

Kaat Covina, California 91791 


Daar Hr. Chun^t 

Thank you for your lattar and ny 
apoloqiaa for not gattinQ back to you 
aoonar. 

It appaara frcn tha corraapondanoa 
you hava had with fadaral and atata 
offleXaia, and with tha privata aaoter, 
that you ara alraady on tha right track. 
Mavarthalaaa, 1 viah you good luck with 
your innovativa ayataa. 

Slncaraly yeura. 



l%0 


f OD t BST I 
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AISI_ 

— AUTOMATED INTEOIGENT SYSTEMS, INC. 

2771 Plaza Del Amo • Suite #809 •Torrance. CA 90503 *161: (310) 328-8585 • Fax: (310) 328-8881 


October 11. 1994 


Reta Lewis 
Special Assistant, 
Political Affairs 
The White House 
Washington, 0.0. 20506 


Dear Reta: 


I have received a very nice letter from President Clinton, thank you for your assistance. Due to my 
busy schedule, I was unable to meet with you during my last D.C. trip. However, I would stiB like 
to update my current progress with you. 

I am in the process of setting up our Washington O.C. office. This will allow us to work closely 
together. We are currently inviting 50 Asian American businesses across the nation to join forces 
witti us. We w3l fully utilize the irtformation given by the Business Leadership Foaim to create more 
opportunities for these business leaders. Our D.C. office will be located on Pennsylvania Avenue, 
and we are planning for grand opening in the early part of 1995. 

i also want to inform you that I am arranging a meeting for Chairman Y.C. Wang with President 
Clinton. Chairman Wang will be am'ving on the 15th of the October, and will be staying 
approM'matety two weeks. I am discussing with Mr David Wilhelm regarding the set up of this 
meeting. 

. Recently. I received a political report card from DNC on economic achievements under Clinton’s 
Administration. ( will dscuss with you flirther on this issue as how to broadly utilize this information. 
However. I believe tfiat this will be a big plus for both the DNC and The White House. 

Again, your help at Uie Slate Dinner is greatly appreciated. We will keep in touch. 

Best regard^ / 

Johnny Cnung 
Chairman/CEO, AISI 

JC:| 


BUILDING THE U S. FAX HIGHWAY TODAY 
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AUTOMATED INTELLIGENT SYSTEMS. INC. 



2771 Plaza Del Amo* Suite #809 •Torrance. CA 90503 *101; {310) 328-3883 • Fax; (310) 328-4196 


Febnjary27, 1995 
(Via Fax) 


Mr. Richard Sullivan 
DNC 

(202)863-7187 


Dear Richard, 


How are you? I am going to need your help again. I am bringing with me the delegation from China. 
This is a group of very important and powerfiil business leaden from China. They will be in D.C. 
from 3/7 to 3/11 and will be staying at J.W. Marriott, (202) 393-2000, 1331 Pennsylvania N.W. . 
Washington DC. Ertclosc please find the name list and their personal information. 


As I have mentioned on the phone, their main purpose would be as follows: 

1 ) Meet President Clinton 

2 ) Meet Vice President AJ Gore 

3 ) Have lunch at the Mess (White House) 

4 ) Tour the WTiite House 
5.) Meet Secretary Ron Brown 


PleiM help me mike erranseraenij iccordingly Thank you in advance for all your help. I will sec 
you soon. 



liiilHiiMiin DNC 3233326 
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Name List of Delegation 


1 ) 


Hongy* Zhang 
Chairman, China 
Chairman, China 


Council for tha Promotion of Intamational Trade (CCPIT) 
Chamber of Intamational Commaroa (CCOIC) 


2.) Huaran Shang 

President, China Petro-Chemical Coiporation 


3. ) Jiehun Huang 

Vice President, China International Tmst and Investment Corporation 

4. ) Ranahong Wang 

Vice Chairman & President, Shanghai AJ Shareholding Coiporation 


5.) James J. Sun , _ , 

Young Enirapraneur of Xinjiang, sad made multi-millionairo, Urumqi Taiha Industry Co. 


Entourage 


1.) JianlenflYu 

Chi«t American & Oceanic Affairs OMei«v Liaison Oepartment, CCPIT & CCOIC 


2.) SuxinTang 

Secretary to Mr. Huaren Sheng 


3.) JieTang 

Interpreter, SINOPEC 


AISI Representatives 


1. ) Johnny Chung • Chairman/CEO 

2. ) Alt Uang • Managing Oirector/Exacutive V.P. 


DNC 3233327 
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Rssum« 


Zhen? Hen^y* 

Mr. Zheng Hongye ws* born in Karbin, Heilongjiang Province in 
Septeabar 1929. He was engaged in trade and economic affairs 
in the Hortheaet Region of China from 1947 to I954j 
tranaf erred to the China council for the Pronotion of 
international Trade(CCPlT) in 1955 and worked as Deputy 
Division Chief successively in the Department of Foreign 
Exhibition in China, Maison Department and Department of 
Chinese Exhibitions Abroad; served as Commercial Councilor of 
the Chinese Eghassy in Australia and then in Greece from 1973 
to 1979; became Deputy Director and then Director of the 
Liaison Department of CCPIT in 1979; appointed Vico Chairman 
of CCPIT in 1981; served as Kinlster-Couneellor(Coiiaerqlalj of 
the Chinese Embasey in Japan 1984; resumed his Mst as vice 
Chairman of CCPIT after he returned from Japan in 1986; 
concurrently became Vice Chairman of tha China Chamber of 
International commeroa <ccolC) in isss. He assumed the post as 
Acting Chairman of CCPIT and CCOIC slnca October 1989. 

Mr. Zheng Hongye is a member of the Seventh and Eighth Chinese 
People's Political Consultative Conference, Chairman of the 
China International Economic and Trade Arbitration Commission, 
Chairman of the China Maritima Arbitration coamieeion. 

Chairman of the Economic and Trade coordination Committee for 
the Two Sides of the Straits, Chairman of tha Association of 
China Foreign Service Trade and a concurrent professor of 
Xiamen University. Mr. Zheng Hongye is also Chairman of the 
China Committee of the International Chamber of Commerce. 


sheng Kuaren 

Mr. Sheng Kuaren, bom In September 1935, is President of 
China Petr o-Chem leal Corporation, Chairean of China 
International United Petroleum and Chemicals Co. Ltd, and 
concurrently vice Chairman of China-Koraa Economic Council. 

Mr. Sheng wes born in Yancheng city, Jiangsu Province. He 
studied In Subci Cooperative Tnsititute for Cadres in Yangzhou 
City, Jiangsu Province in 1951. He used to be s statistician 
and plan-drafter in Subei General Cooperative commune and the 
Finance and Econonmy Commlttae of Subei Administrative Office; 
apprentice, technician and deputy sits director of Nanjing 
Construction Company; Deputy Director of the Long-term 
Planning Department in the Hinietry of combustible Chemical 
Industry end the Ministry of Petro-ehemicel Industry; vice 
President of China Patro-chamlcal corporation. 


iiniiiiiiiiin DNC 3233328 
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Hr. Humnfl Jiehun, Dir«ctOE and Vlca Praaidant of CStlna 
International Truat and Invastnant Corporation (ClTIC) , was 
born in 1933. Ka graduated fro« tha University of Mortheast 
Technolooy, china in 19SS and attended the Executive Program 
in Business AdBinistratioB(EPBA) of Columbia University, 
U.S.A. in 1989. Hr. Huang is acting also as a professor and 
senior engineer as well as tha Executive Director of China 
Nonferrous Metals Society, a aenber of Aasrioan Society of 
Metals and a member of Chinese Society of Inveetmmit. 

In CITIC, Mr. Huang is In charge of investment and trade both 
at homo and abroad as well ae enterprise management. 

Mr. Huang’s professional capability is specifically excellent 
in the aatal and material fields. Ha used to be responsible 
for the scientific and technical R i O, production management 
and foreign trade of nation-wide non-ferrous metals sector 
during 1983 to 1987 as Vice President of China National Non- 
ferrous Metals induatry Corporation. Mr. Huang was also 
heavily engaged in elaborating the long-term etrateglc plan 
for the scientific and technical development of the Chinese 
metallurgical Industry while working in the Ministry of 
Metallurgical Industry from 19S« to 1983. He is vary 
experienced in production, management and foreign trade and 
can manage English as a working languags vary well. 


Nang Renzhong 

7/ 1993-Present Shanghai AJ Corporation, Shanghai 
Vice Chairman, Preeldent(C.E.O. ) 

11/1990-7/1993 Shanghai patriotic construction corp. 
Vice Chairman, President 


3/198S-11/1990 


1/1985-3/1988 

3/1976-13/198S 


3/1983-3/1978 


Shanghai Invsstmant 8 Trust Corp. 

Board Oiractor, Exacutivs Vies Prssldsnt 
in chargs of intsrnational trading, 
investment and other technology related 
business 

Shanghai Investment ( Trust Corp. 

Sanior Vice President 

responsible for all international trading 

Bureau of Aeroapaea industry, Shanghai 
Director of Quality Assurance, Chief 
Production Engineer and standing Member of 
Science and Technology Commission' 

Plant HO. 155 of the China Aviation Industry 
Ministry, Harbin 


lilffllBIIHHIEiiD DNC 3233329 
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8/1952-3/1963 

Technical Title: 

Education: 

Personal: 


Plant Mo. 120 of the China Aviation 
ZndustxYf Harhin 

superintendent. Production Engineer 
Researcher 

Graduate of the Yenching University, Beijing 
Born in China on May 1932, Harried 


3233330 
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Recume 


^amM J. Sun 

Mr. Sun waa bom on Novembar 28, 1962 in Har Nan Provinca, China, Ha ii the President of 
Xinjiang Taihe Enterpnse Group Co. Ltd. and aiao a self made millionaire, Ha fonned the Taihe 
Enterphsa in 1990. Currently the Taihe Group eenaist of Taihe Raal Estate Co, who's projects 
indudas the four star Taihe Hotel in Urumqi, Taihe Kangla Developing Co. and Taihe Battery Co 


liiililiyiOliliill DNC 3233331 
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AISI Representatives 

1. ) Johnny Chung • Chaiiman/CEO 

2. ) Art Liang > Managing Director/Execuiiva V.P. 

3. ) Iran# Wu • Delegation Administrtor 

4. ) George Uu • Special Assistant to Chairman (East Coast) 

5. ) David Chen • Special Assistant to Chairman (Beijing) 

6. ) Nancy Zhao - Secretary to Chairman/CEO 




364 


AIS1 

SS AOJTOMAriD INTELLIGENT SYSTEMS. INC. 


2771 PJaza Del Amo • Suite #809 • Torrance. CA 90503 •Tel: (310) 329^883 • Fax: (310) 328-4196 


Febriiaiy 28, 1995 
(Via Fax) 

Ms. Ann McCoy 
Visitor’s Office 
The White House 
Fax: (202) 456-2370 

Dear Ann, 

How are you? I would like to request for your assistance again. I am bringing with me the delegation 
from China. This is a group of very important and powerful business leaders from China. They will 
be in DC from 3/7 to 3/ 1 1, and as usual, please amange for a tour of the White Ffouse. I have asked 
Mr. Richard Sullivan, Mr. Eric led of DNC and Mr. Mark Middleton to assist me in arranging a 
me^g with President CHnton, Vice President A1 Gore and a lunch at the Mess in the White House. 
It would be ideal if you could arrange a tour other before or after the lunch at the Mess. 

Thank you very much for all your help. See you soon. 



Chairman/CEO 

JC:iw 


BUILDING THEU.S. FAX HIGHWAY TODAY 


JCH15011 
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519620 d03 
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the WHfTE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 


>v 
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CHt-NOf 

ozrv UNIT CORASSPOKDENCB TRACKINO SB2R 


Data gift preaanted 

Data gift racaivad in Gift Unit 



Data contact nada with Stata Oapt 
regarding aalutatien and a^raaa 


Data inferaation racaivad froa 
Stata Dapartmant 

Data gift draft written 

Data of internal editing 

Data sent to NSC for clearance 



Data returnad from KSC 


Date Bent to e diti ng/ 
Praaidential aljpp^t/PLO office 


Editing 


Typing Date 


Pinal Approval 



HOP 063836 
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Handed to President { Other Method Q 


Gift, Description: l/par"/ S>hafied p/o'ce . ..o-f 

, 


Send Gift and Register to OEOB, Room 457 x7l33 


EOP 063827 
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March 24 , 1995 


Mr. Johiiji^^Chung 
Cha i iSian 

Automated Intelligent 
Systems, Inc. 

Suite 809 

2771 Plaza Del Amo 
Torrance, California 90503 


Dea^*<5^hnny : 




Thanks so much for the beautiful sweaters. 
You were kind to remember Hillary and me with 
these special gifts. 


We deeply appreciate your thoughtfulness 
and send our best wishes. 




EOP 


063828 
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OIPT UNIT-DRAPT OP BC LETTER 




IMITIM.SI BC / chw / 

ORAPT DATE / LETTER DATE: Har 15 1995 
CLEAR WITH: WHCC: 


DOCDMENT TITLE: /gif ts/draf t/chung . j . chw 

CORRESPONDENCE #: 2119675 

CC: WH Gifts 

Maggie Williams 


CORRESPONDENCE ADDRESSED TO: BNCLOSORES AND SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS; 

Hr. Johnny Chung 
Chairman/CEO 
Automated Intelligent 
Systems , Inc . 

Suite 809 

2771 Plaza Del Amo 
Torrance, California 90503 


- feh -i ftk - of tho rii 


Dear Johnny: 

Thanks so much,. for the 'sweaters. You were kind to - 

Kilit ¥fh 

■• Lad y and me t n -^ha a- special wfty. ■ 

^ deeply appreciate your thoughtfulness and wish you- 
Sincerely , 


EOP 063829 

MAR 2 3 :■ 
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cw 


THE WHITE HOUSE 


WA8HINOTON 


oirr tmzs coresspokoehcs xracxxko shect 


pate gift presented 

Date gift received In Gift Unit 


V<y 

ilh 


Date contact aede with State Dept 
regarding salutation and address 

Date inforoatlon received from 
State Department 


Date gift draft written 


Date of Internal editing 


Date sent to NSC for clearance 



Date returned from HSC 

office 

Editing Date 


Typing Date 
Pinal Approval 


EOP 063830 
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WHITE HOUSE GIFT REGISTER 


GIFT INTENDED FOR 

President j x I BothyAH 1 | 

First lady j [ Chelsea | 1 

DONOR INFORMATION 

Name: .Tnhnny rhnng 

Address: 277 Plaza Dei Amo, Suite 809, Torrance, CA 90503 

intone: 1310) 328-8585 

PRESENTATION 


Date: 3-9-95 
Handed to President 
Gift Description: 


Event: 


Sweater 


Other Method 


CZ3. 


Handed to Margaret williams 


Send Gift and Register to OEOB, Room 457 x7133 


EOP 063831 
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WHITE HOUSE GIFT REGISTER 

GIFT INTENDED FOR 

President I I Both/AU | | 

First Lady | x I Chelsea | | 

DONOR INFORMATION 

Name; jahany nhiing 

Address: 2771 plaza Del Amo, Suite 809, Torrance, CA 90503 

- Phone: 328-8585 

PRESENTATION 

Date: ^-q-<)■i Event: Meprina 

Handed to President I I Other Method r~!r-| Handed to Margaret Williams 
7w6 

Gift Description: A Bwea ter- ? 


Send Gift and Register to OEOB^ Room 457 x7133 


EOP 063832 
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EOP 05902 S 
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AMPAO 

EFFICiCNa* 23^3 CAASONCESS 


eOP 059029 
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CLASS: UNCtASSIPieO 
cMSPoamoN; necoRO 
Traiinimk*»en: 07'-Af»r-S$ 11 ;24 «ni 
SSNOER: SiMtfttgOf, Rob«t U 

SUdJSCT: Street: R6; PHOTOS? CUNCU^9SI^^OJ 
TO; Osilby, Mtrfante 8, 

CC: Aotft, SUntoy O. 


T^e jaym of ^mktfveing foreign potof ooeisiaefvtiofm ogolnat tfomosSe 
jg)«S(fae — idpnt ■»««i^itPSng4iin’wge to U>S. foreigRpatisy frem 
gMng Jahemf ChuriQ itm pidbras. AtkI id Om dagrae ft moftvatat Nffl ts 
confriua oanO'bufino to the ONC, wt«e mm I to eomplain? Nafther <to I see 
any unafoyftd bamifitt attwr. But M ter n 9it ofttv CMnaaa on 9it is 
art eane^nad, 9*ef ^ mamm Is bft bom llcfa (pfetant or fonnaO Ctenaw 
oMeteta, wfth Ilia posoB^cr aac i gfH i Bfi of Sernas Y. Sun« >^^9 an&a^raoM' 
and siHf-cmde frdBtenalro * CkK iemd doubts tftora. NotMdtatsA^ng 9»U 
tf>cM,guyi ««a ifi tUMiQ dM ptoBra on di« ««i8 and teol ^oM ter ■ 
mamdry. 

8atoeaKibM<-a%*ofrin9ofte(far»<teMli^ Htvhg rsoondy ^ounoalod • 
young litem from 0IO Rst Ltdijte otem «dio had boon offorod a *4ra«ii job* 
byJohnnyChung»(Mnkho«heiddbefraatodw0iBpftwhofsuaplaion. My 
impretaten b that ho'k a huador, and appaars to bo towoteed in oatBig «;p 
»am« i(M of oonsullng oponrften fiat todvo by bdngtog CNneae 

enoopronaumintotoumforcsioaurotohl^KtevefU.S. officteU. My 
concern b that he t/M eonftnuo to make efTom to bring hb 'lhands* into 
ceniaet wrfth the POTUS and R.OTUS to show one and aS he b a Wg shot, 
thereby enhondng hb buotneos. fd venture a guess that net an hb 
businees ventures » or those of hb eftents - wocrid be ones the President 
wtH^d utppon. i ebo prerfret that he imO become a royaJ pefei, because ha 
vmO expect to get aimSar treatment for fuhae viofts. Ha mlS be 
pefsrstent. 



Bob 


Prom: Darby, M, Brooke 

To: (5ASIA • Adan Affairs 

CC: /R. Rscoro at At 

Sub/ae<; PHOTOS? (UNCtASSinSOl 

Oete; Pdday, Aprlt 07. 1W5 01:12 PM 

An add sAuadon on which I need some guidance tor die President's office 

asao: 

A ooupie of woeics ago. late Friday nigte. toe head of the ONC asked tfie 
Prtakimttl't efSea la ndude aavarat people b the Presidenrs Satorday 
Pa^o Address. They M ae. not knowing anything about diem etcopt tfiar 
dtey were ONC conftibuiors. 

it rums out they ere various Chinese ^eus and the POTUS wasnl aura we’d 
went jmotos of Nfn wfth toose people creUabng areixid. Joivmy Chung, one 
of the people on the fist, b coming in to sea Nancy Hamroieh tomorrow and 
Nancy needs to Imow urgently wheftier or not she can give him the pictures. 
Coutd you please review toe tel asap and give me your advice on wheiher we 
want these photos Hosting around? (FVT - toeee people ore maior ONC 
comr^KAors and ^ we can give toem toe photos, the President's office 
would bke to do so|; 



005439 
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AISl_ 

— automated INT£aiGEN7 SYSTEMS. INC 

2771 Ptaz«0«i Amo «&u(c ■tU39*Twr*n«e.CA 90503 •T^ (310) 326-3883 «Pai (310)328-4196 


Apnl 5. 1995 

(Vi* Pax 202 96^^174) 

Mr Don Fo^*1ef 

Oemooratic MitiontI Co«nrntlt« 

430 S Capitol St S.E 
Washington, OC 20003 


I hav« an importafM issue tens that needs your assistance As you always know, i am 100% 
supportive of the DNC and i *rr atways delighted to work with you on every occasion. The Chine 
Business Delega^toi led by ;>vajrman Zheng Hongye with President Clinton and lock some 
pictures aheftt»eraeSoab*»si on. March 11. 1905. It's been over three weeks. 1 have not seen any 
of the pictures I have loaniet from Mr Richard Sullivan of ONC that the National Security Cexjnci! 
IS heading on to those p«ctur«s 

In my opinion, if wo allow therr « take the pictures w4h our President then we should be courteous 
enough to let them have the aicxures i am going to China next week and I do need to bring those 
petures with me, I have n^ ojt o' excuses to tell them why the pictures are taking forever. I really 
eppreoate your help in sofvng rms minor issue. 


I look forward to seeing yo- nui weekend at Mr Steven Sp<elsberg‘s party Thank you agam for 



Cha<mian/CEO 

AIBI 






JC iw 

CC Ms Carol Khare 



BUIJ>^G THE U $. FAX HIGHWAY TODAY 
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AISI_ 

■iii^ AUTOMATED INTEUIGENT SYSTEMS, INC. 

2771 MazaOrt Amo •Suit® #809 •Torraoe®, CA 90503 *Tri: (310} 328*3««3 • Pax: (310)328-4196 


April 5. 19^ 

(Via Fax 202 456-6244) 

Margaret Wrfliams 
Assistant tc the P!YSi<ient and 
Chief of Staff to ttie Rrst 
The White House 
Washington, D C. 20506 

Dear Ms. wniiams, 

I have an important issue here that needs your assistance. As you afways Know, I am 100% 
supportive of the First Lady's Office and i am always delighted to work with DMC at every occasion. 

Oima Business D^egation ied by Chttnman 2heng Hongye met with President ainton and took 
some pictures after the radio address on March 11. 1995. it's bean over three weeks, i have not 
seen any of the pictures, f have teamed from Mr. Richard Sullivan of ONC that the National Security 
Council is holding on to those pictures. 


inmy^nlon, tfweaRcMrthemtotake the pictures with our President than we should be court^s 
enough to li^ them have the pictures. I am going to China next week arxl i do need to bring those 
pictures with me. I have run out of excuses to tell them «vhy the pictures are taking forever. I ready 
appreciate your help in sotvingthis minor issue. 


i look forward to seeing you this weekend at Mr. Steven S^eisberg's party. Thank you again tor 
everything. 

Sincerel)/ 


Stung 


Chairman/CSO 
AtSI 


JC:iw 
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DbnaldL Fowler Otrtnoptoer J. DuM 

OFFICE OF THE CHAIRMEN 


m 20JrS63-9ni 
FAX 20^8<3-S174 

FAX COVER SHEET 


DATE; 
TO; 
FAX: ' 



TIME:, 


PROM:' 


SUBJECT::^ 




# OF PAGES (including cover):. 




IF YOU HAVE ANY TROUBLE WITH THIS TRANSMISSION. 
PLEASE CALL AT (202) 863*. 





PLEASE VERIFVRECEIPT OETHIS DOCUMENT IMMEDIATELY 


Tins MESSAGE » INTEKDEO Gtn.Y POK THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR EKTITY TO WHICH rr JS 
AOORESSeO. tras MESSAGE MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION THAT IS FRIVILEOED, CONFIDENTIAL AND 
EXEMPT FROM DISCLOSURE UNDER APPUCABLE LAW. IF READER OF THIS MCSSaCC IS NOT THE 
INTENDED RECIPIEMT OR THE EMPLOYEE OR ACENT RESPONSIBLE FOR DSUVBRINC THE MHSSACE 
TO THE INTENDED REOPIENT YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY DISSEMINATION. 
OiSTRDUTlON. OR COPYINO OF TWS COMMUNICATION IS STRICTLY PROKISITED. UF YOU HAVE 
RECEIVED THIS COMMUNICATION IN ERROR, PLEASE NOTIFY US IMMEDIATELY BY TELEPHONE AND 
RETURN THE KESSAOS TO US AT THE ADDRESS BELOW VU THE U S. POSTAL SERVICB. 

TIMi'SX YOU. 


l>em»eni]ePftrt 7 He»d^vi«in • 4S«$ouih CapitelStrwrt. S.E- • O.C. *0003 • SMRtS BOM • FAXi WtJ«3Rl74 

P»W fw by the DeiiicH-ntlic Napinnal C«j>r*finic« lo >Ik- Nwli.n J 0>nimii(vear« noc (W deSuctflite. 
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MEMORANDUM 


FROM: Betty Currie 

DATE: March 28. 1995 


2 Ceandra Scott called - She was concerned about Johnny Chung. 
She stated that we should have called them prior to their coming to the 
Radio Address. Apparently they were in Maggie's office when request 
came and Maggie said she didn't know but to contact DNC I 



EOP 055492 
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Johay Chuof, Tconace, CA, CEO of Automated ItueUigeni Systems, contributed S94,000 
to the DNC is 1994 and nised ae additional $20,000. Johnny’s company, A15I u a 
ftucast company with tnany political clients including Gov. Chilec, Sea. ^nnedy and 
others. Johnoy would like to get some of our business. Aft Liang. managiQg director of 
tbe company win be is tows on Wednesday and Thursday aod would Ulcs to meet with 
the appropriate person at tbe DNC. He has said that he would beat the price of the 
coic^paay we are currently using. Please advise. 






miuiiimmmmmmm dnc io 9&986 
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THC WMITC House 

WASHIMOTON 


Karch 24, 1S»$ 


MEMORANDOM FOR: MARGARET A. MIU,IAMS 
FROM: GARY J. HALTERS 

SUBJECT: 


BILLS FOR COLLECTION 


The following information is provided concerning unpaid bills for 
collection issued by the Executive Residence at the White House 
for fiscal years 1994 a 1995. Fiscal year 1993 bills are paid. 

With all previous bills having now been paid, it is very obvious 
that unpaid bills are attributed to the DHC. 


Bill t 

Sxpaneea 

tv«nt 

Action 



M~002l 

43,291.89 

Holiday Events 

PARTXALLT PAID DNC* 

94-0043 

14,534.85 

DHC Reception 

7 DNC 

94-0043 

47.06 

DNC Lunch v/Hrs. Clinton 

7 DNC 

94-0047 

4,260.33 

U. S. Olya^ic Coon. 

Social Ofc. contact 

94-0054 

14,063.03 

Mother's Day Health 

Cara Event (tent) 

Robyn Dickey 

Mickey Iberra 

94-00«€ 

10,568.53 

African Aaerican 
Constituents 

? DNC 

94-0070 

38,653.08 

Business Leaders Foma 

7 MJC 

94-0073 

11,131.96 

California Day 

7 DNC 

94-0073 

16,917.29 

DNC Dinner 

7 DNC 


Remaining to be paid by the DHC - FY 94 $135,345.25 
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Current Fi«e«l Year H»5 - October 1. 1984 to date 


95-0008 

8^931.64 

Michigan Day 

DNC Attn: Joan Kenny 

95-0010 

10,075.57 

Tennessee Day 

DNC Attn: Tony Lewis 

95-0011 

19,622.27 

DNC Dinner 

DNC Attn: Bob Natson 

95-0015A 

3,857.72 

Political Supporters 

DLC 

9S-001SC 

3,857.72 

Political Supporters 

DNC Attn: Bob Watson 

95-0017 

4,805.80 

Michigan Day 

Bill not submitted - 
No Address (DNC ?) 

95-0019 

10,941.03 

New Jersey Day 

Bill not submitted - 
No Address (DNC ?) 

95-0026 

15,174.58 

*♦ DNC Group 

DNC Attn: Bob Watson 

95-0027 

19,054.62 

** Arkansas Group 

DNC Attn: Bob Watson 

95-0028 

16,321.19 

** Political Reception 

DNC Attn: Bob Watson 

95-0029 

18,466.94 

** DNC Group 

DNC Attn: Bob Watson 

95-0031 

13,639.71 

** Holiday Reception 
(Various Groups) 

Bill not submitted - 
No Address (DNC ?) 

95-0032 

17,975.82 

** Holiday Reception 
(Press Corps) 

Bill not submitted - 
No Address (DNC ?) 

95-0033 

24,122.62 

Holiday Reception 
(Press Corps) 

Bill not submitted - 
No Address (DNC 7 ) 

95-0034 

2%. 681. 94 

Holiday Reception 
■> ^ (Various Groups) 

Bill not submitted - 
No Address (DNC ?) 

9s-oihj^ 


i ' 

Holiday Diimer 
(Yale Dinner) 

Bill not submitted - 



No Address (DNC 7) 

95-0036 

19,503.20 

** Holiday Reception 
(Arkansas Group) 

Bill not submitted • 
No Address (mC 7) 

95-0037 

37,454.99 

** Holiday Reception 
(White Rouse Staff) 

Bill not submitted- 
No Address (DNC 7) 

95-0038 

12,458.16 

** Holiday Reception 
(Residence Staff) 

Bill not submitted - 
No Address (DNC 7) 
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95-0041 

2,509.27 

Breakfast Democratic 
Congresswomen 

Bill not submitted - 
No Address {DNC 7 ) 

95-0042 

280.34 

Meeting w/Demoerat ic 
Congressmen 

DNC Attn: Bob 

Watson 

95-0046 

492 . 54 

Luncheon w/Deraocratic 
Congressmen 

DNC Attn: Bob 

Watson 

95-0049 

14,984.69 

DMC - Texas Croup 

DNC Attn: Bob 

Watson 

95-0050 

15,400.07 

DNC Trustees 

DNC Attn: Bob 

Watson 

95-0051 

13,436.56 

DNC Trustees 

DNC Attn: Bob 

Watson 


Total amount of Bills for Collection unpaid for Fiscal Year 1995 
that are listed above as being attributed to or having already 
been submitted to the DNC $341, $57.40 


* Partial payment of $19$, 714. 56 made on 3/15/95. 

Left unpaid are holiday receptions for the following: 
12/14/93 Press receptions I fc II $16,675.28 

12/15/93 Press receptions III 6 IV 16,199.47 
12/22/93 Residence Staff reception 6.217.14 


Total unpaid from bill 94-0021 


$41,291.89 


•* Bills for Collection 0026 through 0038 are holiday bills 
historically paid by the national political committees 
as they are for holiday receptions; decision has not 
been made as to billing address, if any. 
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BXPBNSB ACCOUNTS 
RB^SURSABUI BVSNTS 


394a-110£-S42 

Bxecutlv* Reddenc* Staff Orartiae Pay - ataff 
resular pay la not cbargad agalnat tha event 

394a-2401-S43 

Calligraphy tlnvitationa, programa, etc.) 

3948-2504-542 

Other Chargei (tents, paper goods, entertainers 
e;q>enses, equipment rental, etc.) 

3948-2508-542 

Extra Labor Ocitchen staff, butlers, cleaning 
staff, florists, etc.) 

3948-2508-643 

Florists Supplies and Flowers. 

3948-2521-643 

Staff Food and Beverage - when staff is required 
over a swal period the meals served to extra 
staff are ptart of tha event costs 

3948-3622-642 

Food and Beverage 

3948-2630-642 

National Parle Service Rxpenses 


■iltlllllgllll DNC 3078131 
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FAX TRANSMISSION SHEET 


DA TE; y / ^ 

SUrtftllfr 


TO: 

OFFICE: 





SLt S'aK/ 



PHONE: 


COMMENTS: 


NUMBER OF PAOES (INCLUDING THIS COVER SHEET): 


:r7 


CAUTION 

This fkcsisnile is conCideotial govenUBeo: propcrry and intended (or the rtcipiect only No dupticatioo of diis 
tnosausstoo is peniuacd. VioUten will be proseoned to die hill extent of the law. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINOrON 


AIK3UST X. 199S 




y 


4* 


MEMORANDUM FOR: MARGARET A. HXLLXAMS 

ASSISTANT TO THE PRESXOQIT AHD 

CHIEF OF STAFF TO THE FIRST LADY 


JODIE TORKELSOH 

DEPUTY ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT 
FOR MAHAGEMEMT AND ADHIKISTRATK^ 


FROM: 


GARY J. WALTERS 




SUBJECT: 


BILLS FOR COLLSCTldN^ 


The following information is provided concerning unpaid bills Cor 
collection issued by the Executive Residence at the White ik>use Cor 
Fiscal Year 1994 & Fiscal Year 199S through June l, 1995. 


Date Bill i Expenses 


Event 


Action 


12/93 

04/13/94 

OS/06/94 


ll/OS/94 

11/21/94 

11/29/94 

11/17/94 


Flscal Year 1994 > October l. 1993 to September 30. 1994 


94-0021 41.291.89 Holiday Events 

94-0047 4,2aQ.p^ U. S. Olympic Comm. 

\ 

94 >0054 14,063.03 Mothef^S-^a^ Health 

Cara Event (tep.^) 




PARTZA2XT PAID • l>jC 

Social OCc . contact 
with Steve Bull 

Robyn Dickey 
Gary Timmons 


gRCttns FiffCAl Ytar OgtobEf-l...- 

9S-001SA 3,857.73 Political Supporters 

95-0017 4,805.80 Michigan Day 

95-0019 10,941.03 New Jersey Day 

95-0027 19,054.62 Arkansas Croup 


DLC 

Presented to PNC 
Presented to DHC 
Bobby Watson 


i■lll■llllllll 3080884 
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X-T— ■ 


... - 




12/07/94 

95-0031 

13,639.71 

** Holid^ Rttception 
(Various Groups] 

Presented 

to PNC:, \. 
CO DNC . 1 

12/13/94 

95-0032 

17,975.82 

** Holiday Recepcion 
(Press Corps) 

Presented 


12/14/94 

95-0033 

24,122.62 

*• Holiday Reception 
(Press Corps) 

Presented 

to DNC 

1 

12/15/94 

/ 

95-0034 

23,681.94 

** Holiday Reception 
(Various Groups) 

Presented 

to DNC I 

j 12/16/94 

95-0035 

18,207.13 

** Holiday Dinner 
(Yale Dinner) 

Presented 

to DNC i 

12/18/94 

95-0036 

19, 503.20 

** Holiday Reception 
(Arkansas Group) 

Presented 

to DNC ; 

12/21/94 

95-0037 

37,454.99 

** Holiday Reception 
(White House Staff) 

Presented 

to DNC 

12/22/94 
L ' 

95-0038 

12,458.16 

♦* Holiday Reception 
(Residence Staff) 

Presented 

CO Df^ 

01/19/95 

95-0041 

2,509.27 

Breakfast Democratic 
Congresswomen 

Presented 

to DNC 

01/L2/95 

95-0042 

280.64 

Refreshments Democratic 
Congressmen 

pWC; Bobby Watson 

02/08/95 

95-0046 

492 . 54 

Luncheon Democratic 
Congress Members 

DNC; Bobby 

Watson 

02/13/95 

95-0049 

14,984.69 

Recepcion (Texas Group) 

DNC: Bobby 

Watson 

02/16/95 

95-0050 

15,400.07 

Dinner (OMC Trustees) 

PNC : Bobby 

Watson 

02/21/95 

95-0051 

13,436.56 

Dinner (DNC Trustees) 

PNC; Bobby 

Watson 

02/17/95 

95-0055 

11,231.64 

Luncheon (Blue Room) 

Neil Horseman 

03/08/95 

95-0061 

13 , 848 . IS 

Recepcion 
(Louisiana Day) 

Jim Nickel 


03/21/95 

95-0065 

32,667.62 

Reception 
(New York Group) 

Brad Marshall 

03/09/95 

95-0066 

769.00 

Math & Science Awards 

Phyllis Marcucio 




04/11/95 

95-0069 

4,882.36 

Tea (Madison Council) 

Paul 

Prosper! 

05/04/95 

95-0081 

13,776.01 

Reception 

(White House Fellows) 

Mary 

Schiavo 

05/15/95 

95-0084 

9,409.98 

Reception (Asian Group) 

Doris 

Matsui 

05/19/95 

95-0085 

46,575.17 

Reception 
(Women's Bureau) 

Carol 

Emerling 

05/29/95 

95-0088 

19,134.45 

Memorial Day Event 

Hershel Grover 

05/30/95 

95-0089 

3,845.80 

Luncheon (DNC Group) 

_pNCi^ 

Bobby Watson 

05/24/95 

95-0091 

3, 184.99 

Luncheon (Thailand) 

State 

Dept . 

05/18/95 

95-0092 

2,954.15 

Luncheon (Zimbabwe) 

State 

Dept . 


♦ Partial payment of made on 3/1S/9S. 

Left unpaid are holiday receptions for the following: 
12/14/93 Press receptions 1 & II $16,875.28 

12/15/93 Press receptions III k IV 16,199.47 
12/22/93 Residence Staff reception 8 . 217 , 14 


Total unpaid from bill 94-0021 $41,291.69 


-** Bills for Collection 0031 through 0038 are holiday bills 
historically paid by the national political committees 
as they are for holiday receptions; decision has not been 
made as to billing address although they have been presented 
to the DNC 
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Energy buyers ihat. "»hi!c she could serve as honorary chair of lhai years Afneare dinner, ii would be 
uneihical lor O'Lcars' lo personalty solicit funds from people dome business with the department.' Bloom; 
Which IS why Johnny Chung's claim is so troubling: that few a $25,000 table, he could buy five Chinese oil 
men a half-hour inccling with the Secretary of Energy.” Center for Public Intcgrily's Charles Lewis: "This 
IS the firs! information we have of a deliberate shakedown by Clinton adniinistralion officials 'You give us 
ihi.' cash, wc'l! give you this result.' This directly implicates a member of the president's Cabinet in a cash- 
tor- favors scheme, " Bloom; "The Energy Department denied that O'Leary's aide solicited any money from 
Chung and White House Special Counsel Lanny Davis told NBC News. ‘Since we're not in a position to 
know w hether Mr Chung's statement is accurate or not. we're in no position to comment.' We tried in vain 
hy phone and by fax yesterday and today" to contact O'Leary "but she had nothing lo say" (8/19). To read 
more of Bloom'.s take, click here. 


LEVEL I -7 OF 57 STORIES 
Copyright 1997 National Broadcasting Co. Inc. 
NBC News Transcripts 

SHOW: NBC NIGHTLY NEWS (6:30 PM ET> 

August 19- 1997. Tuesday 10:31 AM 
LEiNGTH: 822 words 


HE.ADLINE: JOHNNY CHUNG. HEAVY DEMOCRATIC CONTRIBUTOR. DISCUSSES HOW HIS 
CONTRIBUTIONS WERE ALLEGEDLY INFLUENTIAL IN VISITING THE WHITE HOUSE BODY; 

TOM EROKAW. anchor (Los Angeles): 

NBC NEWS IN DEPTH tonight, an NBC News investigation. The first television interview with a man 
A ho may know his w-ay around the White House better than many of the people who work there, and his 
-.iniy pns.^ vsas a checkbook. He is Johnny Chung, a gregarious California businessman, a ceniraf figure in 
'he uproar os or campaign finance abuses Tonight we learn even more about the first lady's role, a cabinet 
secretary w ith a favorite charity and about the going price for getting right next to big power. 

Here's Vice Presidem Al Gore, and the president of the United States, and Johnny Chung rlghi in the 
middle, between the two most powerful men in this country, and checkbooks got him there. 

Mr. JOHNNY CHUNG: .At the real time I enjoyed it. and again. I think I participated, this American in*- 
American political process, 

SKOKAW', Participated m a big way. comr.buling $400.000 for fundraisers like presidential birthday 
parties, respondirtg to almost weekly requests for money from the Democratic National Committee, and ii 
paid off It opened W'hitc House doors for Chinese and Taiwanese businessmen who came to Chung for 
help In turn, they invested hundreds of thousands of dollars in his businesses 

-And did people in the corridors know who you were? You would have friends that would recognize you 
wher you were there'? 


Mr CHUNG: They treat me very nice, very fnendly. and treated me like a VIP, 
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BROKAW: Not bad for the part-owner of a 10-person fax and information business. But he had quickly 
learned it helps to have connections in high places. Johnny Chung went right to the top. Money was the 
price of admission, and in 50 visits he popped up just about everywhere in the While House. A.s a result, he 
became one of the posterboys of the campaign finance scandal. Largely because Johnny Chung was 
practically a cash machine for the Democrats, and because his access to the White House was almost 
unlimited. But those asking Chung for money went beyond the White House, and according to Chung went 
beyond political contributions. 

You had some other Chinese friends come who were in the petrochemical business. 

Mr. CHUNG: Yes. sir. 

BROKAW: You wanted to see Hazel O’Leary, who was then the energy secretary. 

Mr. CHUNG: Yes, sir. 

BROKAW: You had a chance encounter with a lobbyist, who--someone who was working with Ms. 
O'Leary. 

Mr. CHUNG: Yes, sir. 


BROKAW; And they knew that she had a favorite charity. It's AfriCares, is that the name of it? 

Mr. CHUNG: Yes. sir. 

BROKAW; So what did they suggest to you? 

Mr. CHUNG; They can set it up, a meeting, for us. It would be ntce if you make a donation to 
AfriCares.’ 

BROKAW: Were you surprised when someone could get you in to see Hazel O'Leary if you would write 
a check to her favorite charity? 

Mr. CHUNG: I begin to understand a little bit. but I am still a little bit surprised. 

BROKAW; Yeah. Who picked up the check? 

Mr. CHUNG; There's one gentleman, present himself as the energy department official, and said I'm here 
to pick it up, the $ 25,000 check. 

BROKAW: This is the check? 

Mr, CHUNG: This is the check. 

BROKAW; ToAfriCare? 

Mr. CHUNG: To AfriCare. 

BROKAW; A charity that the energy secretary supports, she sends over somebody from the energy 
department to pick it up, and you get a meeting with her with a very prominent Chinese petrochemical 
official. 


Mr. CHUNG: Yes. 
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BROKAW; Thai mcctme wiih the energy secreiary wasn’t the firsi lime Chung had goilen his Asian 
business associates into the corridors of power. In March. 1995. this mectine with Hillary Ginton was 
arranged, he says, with a check he delivered directly to her office. 

You decided on $ 50.000 because you had five visitors that you wanted lo bring in .’ 

Mr. CHUNG; You can say that. Tom. 

BROKAW: Basically, Chung says S 10,000 a head. But who suggested the donation? Thai's a critical 
point, because it's against the law for federal employees to soiiciie donations. Chung insists Mrs. Clinton's 
aides, Evan Ryan and Maggie Williams, raised the idcaof a donation to defray the cost of a White House 
Christmas party. 

You knew what that meant, that you were going to write a check? 


Mr. CHUNG; Tom, I'm still a new kid in town over there, but at that lime. I see my iightbulb gees on, 
and I begin to understand, and I said. I'd be very happy to help. May I offer $ 50,000.' 

BROKAW; Did Mrs. Clinton know about this arrangement? 

Mi. CHUNG; I asked Ms. Ryan. Did Mrs. Clinton know I put a lovely contribution of $ 50.000?’ She 
said she definitely know. 

BROKAW; And then you got to meet Mrs. Clinton with your friends. 

Mr. CHUNG: The first word she says. Welcome to the White House, my friend.' 

BROKAW; That meeting also got Chung and his friends into the Oval Office fora presidential radio 
address and into the White House mess for lunch Today Chung says he and his family still respect the first 
family, but if he had to do it over again, he would consult a member of the Republican Party. 

Mr. CHUNG: Tom, you know that I got a Republican, conservative wife. 

RROKAW; That’s hard to believe. 

Mr, CHUNG: Yes. And she's very conservative, and if I ever got a chance go over again I will talk to my 
Republican wife first. 

BROKAW: It's important (o remember (hot Chung has not been officially charged with any wrongdoing. 
He is very candid about why he got involved in politics. It was good for business,’ he said. And he has this 
memorable phrase. The White House.' according to Johnny Chung, is like a segue.’ in his words, you put in 
coins to open the gates ’ 

LEVEL I ■ 8 OF 57 STORIES 
Copyright 1997 National Broadcasting Co. Inc. 

NBC News Transcripts 

SHOW; DATELINE NBC < 10:00 PM ET) 

August 19, 1997. Tuesday 10:31 AM 
LENGTH; 1717 words 
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LEVEL 1 - 2 OF 2 STORIES 

Copyright 1997 Times Mirror Company 
Los Angeles Times 

August 9, 1997, Saturday, Home Edition 

SECTION; Part A; Page 1; National Desk 
LENGTH: 2081 words 


PAGE 


HEADLINE: DONOR SPEAKS OUT ON CLINTON GROUP; 

FUND-RAISING: PRIVATE COMMITTEE DID FAVORS', HAD WHITE HOUSE TIES, CHUNG'S LAWYER 
SAYS . 


BYLINE: WILLIAM C. REMPEL and ALAN C. MILLER, TIMES STAFF WRITERS 


BODY: 


Prominent Democratic campaign donor Johnny Chien Chuen Chung contributed $ 
25,000 last year to a private committee that publicly defended the president and 
Hillary Rodham Clinton against Whitewater-related ethics attacks after the first 
lady's chief of staff referred the head of the committee to Chung, Chung's 
attorney said this week. 

Lynn Cutler, chairwoman and co-founder of the Back to Business Committee, 
solicited Chung’s donation and later arranged a private meeting for Che Southern 
California entrepreneur with Ambassador James R. Sasser in China, according to 
Ihung's attorney and documents obtained by The Times. Cutler also arranged a 
meeting for Chung with a Commerce Department official in Washington. 

By Chung's account, provided through Santa Monica attorney Brian Sun, the 
businessman was approached after attending a White House Christmas party in 
December 1995. Chung quoted Cutler as saying that she contacted him at the 
suggestion of Margaret Williams, then the first lady's chief of staff, because 
she said he was a friend of the first lady who may be willing to help. 

"Maggie was the magic word. My client didn't know Lynn Cutler, had never 
heard of her, but agreed to meet with her because she was referred by Maggie 
'Williams,'' said Sun in his first public comments about the episode. 

Chung’s account of the White House referral and subsequent governmental 
favors for him raise questions about the Back to Business group's relationship 
with the Clinton administration and could renew pressure on the now-defunct 
organization to release the names of its ocher contributors. Back to Business, 
which arranged for a network of volunteer speakers to counter Clinton critics 
and disseminate pro-Clinton information through the media, was active between 
1994 and the summer of 1996. 

The Chung story also is likely to fan controversy surrounding Williams. Less 
than a year before the referral. Williams accepted a S SO. 000 campaign donation 
check from Chung in the White House, which he said the aide solicited. Williams 
denied any role in seeking the $ 50,000 from Chung, who had frequently offered 
to assist the Clintons. 
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Williams attorney Edward S.G. Dennis Jr. referred to the White House all 
questions regarding any role that Williams may have played in bringing Chung and 
Cutler together. 

Special White House Counsel Lanny J. Davis said that "when Ms. Williams was 
asked by others how they could be supportive of the first lady, she might have 
included the comitiittee as one of several entities that were supportive of the 
president and the first lady." 


However, he said, "Ms. Williams did not solicit on behalf of the committee." 

White House officials confirmed that Cutler arranged a meeting for Chung with 
a Commerce Department official but declined to cotnir.ent on any role Cutler may 
have played in facilitating Chung's session in Beijing with Sasser. 

A State Department official said U.S. embassies do not keep records of 
private citizens' visits and that any meeting between Chung and the ambassador 
would be a private matter. 


Davis said White House involvement with Back to Business, which he said 
Lnc-uded "frequent contact, " was absolutely appropriate because "it supported 
rhe goals of this administration and worked to ensure that the public receive 
accurate information about issues concerning the president and first lady." 

Davis, then a private Washington attorney, was one of the volunteers Back to 
Business helped place on television shows as an advocate for the Clintons. 

Cutler and her Back to Business pacciier, Ann Lewis, who are now White House 
aides, could not be reached Friday. 

But a source close to Cutler said that "she learned of Mr. Chung and his 
potential interest in helping from a number of different places as a result of 
her involvement with the Democratic Party." 

Cutler was vice chairwoman of the Democratic National Committee from 1981 
"hrough 1992 and currently is deputy White House director of intergovernmental 
affairs. Lewis, also a longtime party activist, served a.s deputy manager of the 
Clinton-Gore campaign in 1996 and is now White House communications director. 

Congressional investigators have sought to question Chung, who is a focus of 
Justice Department and Senate investigations into possible campaign law 
violations. Chung is unwilling to testify before a Senace committee probing the 
fund-raising controversy without a grant of immunity from prosecution. There 
have been preliminary discussions with both Justice Department and Senate 
investigators regarding possible immunity. 

"If the purpose of these hearings is to get to the truth and find what needs 
to be done CO reform campaign finance practices, Chen the Senace ought Co issue 
immunity to Johnny Chung and get him in front of the country," Sun said. "The 
problem, of course, is politics. He exposes as baseless Che ’foreign conduit' 
claims of Che Republicans, but he al.so embarrasses the Democrats." 

Chung's story provides the first glimpse inside fund-raising efforts of the 
little-known Back to Business Committee, one of several private groups 
established to finance a range of personal and political causes associated 
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with the Clintons. Many have refused to di'\.'ulge donor lists on grounds they are 
private and not subject to public disclosure rules. 


Ellen Miller, executive director of Public Campaign, a nonpartisan group 
advocating campaign finance reform, is troubled by Che proliferation of such 
groups and supports full disclosure. 


"Beneath the campaign finance system is a series of subterranean passageways 
and rooms into which interested supporters can help out the president and first 
lady," Miller said. "It operates well beneath the public radar screen, but there 
is the potential for unlimited private money designed to buy access and 
influence . 


"There are no guidelines, there are no rules, there is no disclosure. This is 
a no-holds-barred fund-raising opportunity," she said. 

Back to Business operated with a budget of $ 15,000 to $ 20,000 a month for 
office support staff, mail and other costs, according to news accounts. One 
story in April 1996 reported that the committee had been financed with less than 
$ 100,000 over two years. 

One former associate said Cutler, who at Che time worked for a prominent 
public relations firm where Back Co Business was headquartered, was invariably 
"fretting about keeping the group afloat.” 

While the White House provided Back to Business with the names of 
individuals, at least some officials thought that the administration should 
avoid helping to raise money for the private committee. 

"We stayed a million miles away from it," said one former White House 
official familiar with Back to Business. “We wanted to maintain their 
independence and ours." 


According to the documents reviewed by The Times and interviews with Chung's 
attorney and others, this is the story behind Chung's $ 25,000 donation to the 
Back to the Business Committee: 

Chung was in Washington on Dec. 8, 1995. to attend a White House Christmas 
party as a guest of the DNC, to which he was a major donor. 

(Records show he visited Che White House 49 times and gave the DNC $ 366,000 
between 1994 arid 1996, all of which was returned this year because the party 
said an internal audit could not confirm that the funds actually came from 
Chung) . 

Chung brought along a guest of his own, a Chinese artist friend living in 
Vancouver, Canada, whom Chung photographed with President Clinton. 

The next morning Chung received a phone call at his Washington apartment from 
Cutler who, by his account, introduced herself as a friend of the first lady who 
was referred to him by Williams. Based on the Williams referral, he agreed to 
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That wintry Sunday morning. Cutler joined Chung at the J.W. Marriott Hotel 
near the White House. She arrived in casual clothes, carrying a manila folder 
stuffed with newspaper clippings under her arm. The meeting lasted about two 
hours . 


Seated at a window table in the closed and otherwise deserted hotel bar. 
Cutler spread out copies of stories about Whitewater and the ongoing Senate 
hearings into the controversy chaired by Alfonse M. D’Amato (R-N.Y.). She said 
the Back to Business Committee had been set up to defend the first lady and the 
president, that the group planned to attack. D'Amato through the media, and that 
Chung's financial help was needed. 

During the conversation, according to the account. Cutler asked for $ 20,000. 
She also talked about her friendships with various government leaders. Chung 
asked if she knew the new ambassador to China, the former Tennessee senator 
Sasser . 


"I know him very well," she reportedly said and offered to introduce them 
someday. 

Chung, a Taiwan-born American citizen with various business interests in 
China and an international fax service in Torrance, knew virtually nothing about 
the Whitewater matter. Nonetheless, he agreed to contribute S 25,000. 

Cutler told Chung to call if he ever needed anything in Washington. 

But Chung hesitated writing the check. He wanted to know more about Cutler, 
.inccording to the account, Chung turned to DNC Finance Director Richard Sullivan 
and the first lady's office. Everywhere he was assured she was "a friend." 

Back in Los Angeles, where Cutler reportedly called him several times to 
inquire about when the check would be sent, Chung saw her appear on the CNN 
program "Crossfire, " identified as a Democratic consultant and former vice 
chairwoman of the DNC. 

On Feb. 2, 1996, Chung wrote a $ 25,000 check on one of his personal bank 
accounts to "Beck Business Committee" and sent it to Washington. The fractured 
title was no obstacle; the sum was deposited into a Riggs National Bank branch 
at 20th and L Streets three days later. 

A month later, Chung called in his first favor, according to his account. 

In March 1996, business dealings with the Haoman beer-makers in Beijing 
brought Chung to China. He called on the U.S. Embassy to request an appointment 
with Ambassador Sasser. He was politely told chat the ambassador's schedule was 
too crowded. 

Chung faxed a letter to Washington, asking Cutler if she could help, then 
left Beijing for three days to travel in southern China. During his absence. 
Cutler faxed a letter to Sasser and the ambassador apparently put his staff to 
work immediately trying to locate Chung to arrange that appointment. 
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When Chung returned to his Beijing hotel suits, he found copies of the Cutler 
and Sasser faxes on the floor, slipped under his door. 

The Cutler note to the ambassador identified Chung as an Ainerican 
businessman, a friend and a supporter of the DNC. 

Sasser's March 8 response said: "Dear Lynn, Mr. John Chung did come to the 
Embassy and left a portfolio with my secretary. ... We have called several of 
the major hotels in Beijing but have'not located him. . . . Please have him call 
us so an appointment can be arranged.* 

The next morning Chung and Sasser met for about 30 minutes, discussed the 
state of Sino-Taiwar. relations, posed for a picture together and, in Chung's 
view, developed a relationship. It was, by his account, nothing more than a 
social call, but it was significant. 

To a businessman in China, access to the U.S. ambassador in Beijing was very 
important. It "put powder on my face,” he would tell his attorneys; that is, it 
made Chung look good to his Chinese business associates. 

Within a month Chung turned to Cutler for another favor. He faced a business 
decision about a possible opportunity in the oil-refining business and wanted 
the advice of a Commerce Department official. Cutler arranged the meeting. It 
lasted 20 minutes and left Chung persuaded to steer clear of this unfamiliar 
terrain . 

"There was nothing sinister about these meetings," attorney Sun said. "Others 
can speculate about whether these donations influenced Cutler's willingness to 
assist Johnny. " 

Chung did make additional efforts to seek Cutler's help. But she did not 
return his subsequent calls. 

Rempel reported from Los Angeles, Miller from Washington. Times researcher 
Janet Lundblad contributed to this story. 

(BEGIN TEXT OF INFOBOX / INFOGRAPHIC) 

The $ 25,000 Check 

Johnny Chien Chuen Chung, through his attorney, says a former Democratic 
National Committee, vice chairwoman solicited this $ 25,000 contribution for a 
pro-Clinton support group after he attended a white House Christmas party 
(invitation below). 

GRAPHIC; PHOTO: Johnny Chung GRAPHIC-CHART; The $25,000 Check / Los Angeles 
Times 


LAI'JGUAC-E: English 


LOAD- DATE; August 9, 1997 



418 





419 












420 


[The deposition of Evan Ryan follows:] 

Executive Session 

Committee on Government Reform and Oversight, 

U.S. House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 

DEPOSITION OF: EVAN RYAN 

Wednesday, August 20, 1997 

The deposition in the above matter was held in Room 2203, Rayburn House Office 
Building, commencing at 2:45 p.m. 

Appearances: 

Staff Present for the Government Reform and Oversight Committee: Jennifer 
Safavian, Investigative Counsel; Edward Eynon, Investigative Counsel; David 
Bossie, Oversight Coordinator; Barbara Comstock, Chief Investigative Counsel; 
James C. Wilson, Senior Investigative Counsel; Kenneth Ballen, Minority Chief In- 
vestigative Counsel; Andrew J. McLaughlin, Minority Counsel; Kristin Amerling, 
Minority Counsel. 

For EVAN RYAN: 

BILL LAWLER, ESQ. 

Vinson & Elkins 

1455 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 

Washington, D.C., 20004 


THEREUPON, EVAN MAUREEN RYAN, a witness, was called for examination by 

counsel, and after having been first duly sworn, was examined and testified as 

follows: 

Ms. Safavian. Good afternoon, Ms. Ryan. On behalf of the members of the Com- 
mittee on Government Reform and Oversight, I appreciate and thank you for ap- 
pearing here today. 

This proceeding is known as a deposition. The person transcribing this proceeding 
is a House reporter, and although he is not a notary public, you were just sworn 
in by a notary public and were placed under oath. 

I would like to note for the record those who are present at the beginning of this 
deposition. I am Jennifer Safavian, the designated Majority counsel for the com- 
mittee. I am accompanied today by Edward Eynon, who is with the Majority staff. 
Andrew McLaughlin is the designated Minority counsel for the committee, and Mr. 
McLaughlin is accompanied by Ken Ballen, who is also with the Minority staff. And 
the deponent is represented by Bill Lawler. 

Although this proceeding is being held in a somewhat informal atmosphere, be- 
cause you’ve been placed under oath, your testimony here today has the same force 
and effect as if you were testifying before the committee or in a courtroom. If I ask 
you about conversations you have had in the past and you are unable to recall the 
exact words used in the conversation, you may state that you are unable to recall 
those exact words and then you may give me the gist or the substance of any such 
conversation to the best of your recollection. If you recall only part of a conversation 
or only part of an event, please give me your best recollection of those events or 
parts of conversation that you recall. If I ask you whether you have any information 
upon a particular subject and you have overheard other persons conversing with 
each other regarding it or have seen correspondence or documentation regarding it, 
please tell me that you do have such information and indicate the source, either a 
conversation or documentation or otherwise from which you’ve derived such knowl- 
edge. 

Before we begin the questioning, I want to give you some back^ound about the 
investigation and your appearance here. Pursuant to its authority under House 
Rules X and XI of the House of Representatives, the committee is engaged in a 
wide-ranging review of possible political fund-raising improprieties and possible vio- 
lations of the law. 

Pages 2 through 4 of House Report 105-139 summarizes the investigation as of 
June 19, 1997, and encompasses any new matters which arise directly or indirectly 
in the course of the investigation. Also, pages 4 through 11 of the report explain 
the background of the investigation. All questions related either directly or indi- 
rectly to these issues, or questions which have a tendency to make the existence of 
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any pertinent fact more or less probable than it would be without the evidence, are 
proper. 

The committee has been granted specific authorization to conduct this deposition 
pursuant to House Resolution 167, which passed the full House on June 20, 1997. 
Committee rule 20, of which you have received a copy, outlines the ground rules for 
the deposition. 

Majority and Minority committee counsels will ask you questions regarding the 
subject matter of the investigation. Minority counsel will ask questions after Major- 
ity counsel has finished. After the Minority counsel has completed questioning you, 
a new round of questioning may begin. Members of Congress who wish to ask ques- 
tions will be afforded an immediate opportunity to ask questions. When they are 
finished, committee counsel will resume questioning. 

Pursuant to the committee’s rules, you are allowed to have an attorney present 
to advise you of your rights. Any objection raised during the course of the deposition 
shall be stated for the record. If the witness is instructed not to answer a question 
or otherwise refuses to answer a question. Majority and Minority counsel will confer 
to determine whether the objection is proper, if Majority and Minority counsels 
agree that a question is proper, the witness will be asked to answer the question. 
If an objection is not withdrawn, the chairman or a member designated by the 
chairman may decide whether the objection is proper. 

This deposition is considered as taken in executive session of the committee, 
which means it may not be made public without the consent of the committee. Pur- 
suant to clause 2(k)(7) of House rule 11. You are asked to abide by the rules of the 
House and not discuss with anyone other than your attorney this deposition and the 
issues and questions raised during this proceeding. 

Finally, no later than 5 days after your testimony is transcribed and you have 
been notified that your transcript is available, you may submit suggested changes 
to the chairman. The transcript will be made available for your review at the com- 
mittee office. 

Committee staff may make any typographical and technical changes requested by 
you. Substantive changes, modifications, clarifications, or amendments to the depo- 
sition transcript submitted by you must be accompanied by a letter requesting the 
changes and a statement of your reasons for each proposed change. A letter request- 
ing any substantive changes, modifications, clarifications, or amendments must be 
signed by you. Any substantive changes, modifications, clarifications, or amend- 
ments shall be included as an appendix to the transcript, conditioned upon your 
signing of the transcript. 

Do you understand everything we’ve gone over so far. 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. Do you have any questions about anything we’ve gone over so far? 

The Witness. No. 

Ms. Safavian. I will be asking you questions concerning the subject matter of this 
investigation. Do you understand that? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. If you don’t understand a question, please say so and I will repeat 
it or rephrase it so that you understand the question. Do you understand that you 
should tell me if you do not understand one of my questions? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. The reporter will be taking down everything we say and will make 
a written record of the deposition. You must give verbal, audible answers because 
the reporter cannot record a nod of the head or other gestures. Do you understand 
that you cannot answer uh-huh or uh-uh? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Lawler. She’ll even try to abide by that. 

Ms. Safavian. I will, too. How is that? 

If you cannot hear me, please say so and I will repeat the question or have the 
court reporter read the question to you. Do you understand that? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. Please wait until I finish each question before answering and I will 
wait until you finish your answer before I ask the next question. Do you understand 
that this will help the reporter make a clear record because he cannot take down 
what we are both saying at the same time? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. Your testimony is being taken under oath as if we were in court. 
If you answer a question, it will be assumed that you understood the question and 
the answer was intended to be responsive to it. Do you understand that? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. Are you here voluntarily or are you here as a result of a subpoena? 
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The Witness. Voluntarily. 

Ms. Safavian. Do you have any questions about the deposition before we begin 
the substantive portion of the proceeding? 

The Witness. No. 

Mr. McLaughlin. I have two notes for the record. First, it has been the practice 
that deposition transcripts are available for your review by mail upon agreement 
of the Minority and Majority counsel. 

Mr. Lawler. That’s fine. 

Mr. McLaughlin. The second thing, that pursuant to House rule 11 2(k)(8) objec- 
tions, as to pertinency and relevance, are ruled upon by the committee. Accordingly, 
objections that are ruled upon by the chair are appealable to the full committee. 

Mr. Lawler. Okay. 

Mr. McLaughlin. That’s all I have. 

examination by ms. safavian 

Question. Ms. Ryan, can you please state your full name and spell it for the 
record? 

Answer. Evan Maureen Ryan, E-V-A-N, M-A-U-R-E-E-N, and Ryan is R-Y-A-N. 

Question. Have you ever used or been known by any other names? 

Answer. No. 

Question. What is your date of birth and social security number? 

Answer. [Redacted]. 

Mr. McLaughlin. I’m going to object to the social security number. That’s not rel- 
evant to the investigation. 


examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. Please continue. Your social security number? 

Mr. Lawler. We don’t have any objection to that. 

The Witness. [Redacted]. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. And what is your current address? 

Answer. [Redacted]. 

Question. How long have you lived there? 

Answer. Since the end of May of ’97. 

Question. Where did you live prior to that? 

Answer. [Redacted]. 

Question. Have you ever lived outside the United States? 

Answer. I studied in London for a semester during college. 

Question. And when was that? 

Answer. That was the spring of ’92. 

Question. And so as you just mentioned, you did attend college. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Where did you attend? 

Answer. Boston College. 

Question. And when did you graduate? 

Answer. May of ’93. 

Question. Can you tell me what your degree was in? 

Answer. Political science. 

Question. Did you receive any other degrees or go on to any graduate school? 
Answer. No, I haven’t. 

Question. Have you spoken with anyone other than your counsel about this depo- 
sition today? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Have you spoken with anyone on the committee about the deposition 
today? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you review any documents in preparation for this deposition? 
Answer. One or two. 

Mr. Lawler. As you know, Ms. Ryan was deposed by the Senate committee 2, 3 
weeks ago. 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Lawler. There were exhibits used during that deposition. We reviewed some 
of those before we came over today. 

Ms. Safavian. Some of the ones that were used in the Senate deposition? 

Mr. Lawler. Yes. I guess some that we were given that weren’t actually used as 
exhibits as well. 
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Ms. Safavian. Can you tell me a little bit more about those exhibits? 

Mr. Lawler. Frankly, we would assert privilege. If it’s anything relevant. I mean, 
she reviewed some exhibits. If you want to ask whether they relate to any particular 
area or relate to any of your questions, I think that’s appropriate. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Can you tell me, is there any way for you to clarify as to what subject 
or what area these documents were that you reviewed? Did you review these this 
morning, today? 

Answer. Today. 

Question. You reviewed them today? 

Answer. Yes. 

Mr. Lawler. Not even all. The only things she reviewed today was a package of 
telephone messages, sheets from message pads. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Message slips to you, I assume, or from you? 

Answer. Some were to me. Some were to other people in the office. 

Question. And that’s pretty much it? 

Answer. That’s it. 

Mr. Lawler. There were other things we used as exhibits in the Senate deposi- 
tion. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. But that was all that was reviewed for this deposition? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Have you been asked by White House counsel or somebody else to col- 
lect documents with regard to the House, Senate, or the Department of Justice sub- 
poenas? 

Answer. They issued memorandums from White House Counsel’s Office that were 
document requests, so they were pertaining to these investigations. 

Question. These were memorandums that went to 

Answer. All White House staff, yes, all White House staff. 

Question. Did everyone get the same memo? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And this was from the counsel for the White House? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Can you tell me what that memo said? I mean not verbatim. 

Answer. Yes. I don’t know exactly. To look through phone records, calendars, files, 
any paper with — and then there would be a list of what names were relevant and 
what names should be searched for. 

Question. Can you tell me, when did that memorandum come out or when did you 
receive it? 

Answer. I don’t know quite exactly when it came out. 

Question. Can you give me an idea? A couple of months? 

Answer. Yes, a couple of months ago. Not terribly recently. 

Question. Do you remember who drafted the memorandum, who it was from? 

Answer. I remember it was White House counsel. I don’t remember which member 
White House counsel signed it. 

Question. Was it just from one individual? 

Answer. I don’t remember. It was probably from Charles Ruff. But I don’t remem- 
ber. I remember White House counsel. 

Question. Did the memorandum, was it just asking for all these documents with 
regard to both, the House, the Senate, and the Department of Justice subpoenas or 
were there different ones issued for each different subpoena? 

Answer. There were separate memos for each subpoena. 

Question. So you are aware that there was a distinction between these subpoenas? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. So then I assume that each memo, what you were looking for varied 
with regard to each subpoena? 

Answer. I remember in each of these memos, they would say pursuant to the 
House committee, or pursuant to the Senate committee. That’s my only recollection 
of how I know that they were separate. 

Question. Besides getting this memorandum from the White House counsel, was 
there anybody else that directed you or provided you with any other information in 
which to collect these documents? 

Answer. Anyone else that asked for the documents? 
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Question. Was there anybody else in your office or anybody else besides White 
House counsel who asked you to do a search for these documents? 

Answer. I’m not quite sure I understand the question. We each received these doc- 
uments and then we would work with different members of the staff to go through 
for the search, to actually search the files or to search the calendars. So I’m sure 
I spoke with different people about the actual searches. 

Question. What I was just trying to get at is besides the White House counsel 
memorandum that you received, did anybody else in the office where you work su- 
pervise the collection of these documents and also instructed you how to collect 
these documents or was it just the memorandum from the counsel? 

Answer. I don’t really — I am now in a different job than I was 6 months ago. 
When I worked in the First Lady’s office, in the main office area, I worked with 
the chief of staff in terms of collecting the documents. In the job I’m in now, I’m 
in the scheduling office; I worked with the director of scheduling in terms of finding 
the documents and where we should look. 

Question. So you have been involved with looking for documents in two different 
areas? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. In two different jobs? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you recall if you were asked — well, I guess, tell me, what did they 
tell you to do? Did they ask you to look through file cabinets, all documents? 

Mr. Lawler. “They” meaning the memos? 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. I’m sorry, the memorandum, yes. 

Answer. Any paper. They just asked to — any sort of paper that was kept or that 
is around with any of the names. 

Question. Did you also look through computer records? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. You were asked to do that, also? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And then can you tell me, was there a process after going through the 
documents and you found something that you thought was relevant to the White 
House counsel memorandum, what did you do, what was the process? 

Answer. I think I worked directly with White House counsel on that. I think the 
process was to Xerox the information and put it in a folder, an envelope, and give 
it to the White House counsel member who was assigned. The White House counsel 
usually assigned a White House counsel staff person who followed up with you to 
make sure that the search was going on and that you were searching documents, 
and so I would contact that person and give them the relevant information. 

Question. And who would that person have been for you? 

Answer. It varied. Usually it depended on each memo. I think they just assigned 
people 

Question. When you say “each memo,” you mean the House memo. Senate memo? 

Answer. Yes. I think so. I don’t know. I think so. I mean, I don’t know if maybe, 
if the search was the same, they had one person assigned to the same search or 
not. I don’t remember. 

Question. Did you generally deal with then three different people, one for each 
subpoena? 

Answer. I dealt with several staff members and White House counsel regarding 
document requests. I’ve been there now for about 3V2 years so I’ve dealt with sev- 
eral staff members on several searches. 

Question. So you would collect these documents and then you would give these 
copied documents to the assistant and that person — what would happen next? 

Answer. I don’t know what happened with the documents from that point on. 

Question. That was the end of what you had to do with it? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you work with anybody else in collecting the documents? I mean, 
was it like a team of people? 

Answer. I did insofar as I checked with other First Lady staff members to make 
sure they had checked their own personal files, papers, records, phone logs. I re- 
sponded usually on behalf of the office that the whole office had made their search. 

Question. I see. So you were responsible pretty much for looking through your own 
documents and your own paper? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And not anybody else’s? 
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Answer. I also looked through the chief of staffs phone logs, calendars, et cetera, 
and helped with her search. 

Question. Would those he things that were normally kept in your possession? 

Answer. Some were in my office and some were in her office. 

Question. That was just something that you were helping out with? 

Answer. Well, I was her assistant, so it was part of my duties, so to speak. 

Question. So other than your own and the chief of staffs, did you go through any- 
body else’s documents? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you recall if you were given a date as to when these documents were 
supposed to be reviewed and turned over to the White House counsel? 

Answer. Yes. I don’t recall the specific date, but I remember that there were al- 
ways dates on those memos. 

Question. Did they provide you with enough time to go through the documents? 

Answer. I think so. I think it usually varied. I don’t know if there was usually 
a 7-day period or how long the period was. I just remember there were usually dates 
by which point you were supposed to have responded to the White House Counsel’s 
Office. 

Question. Did you usually complete your search by that date? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did most people usually complete the search by that date? 

Answer. As far as I know. 

Question. After you collected the documents and you would hand them over on 
the assistant, did you then ever sit down with the assistant and go through the doc- 
uments? 

Answer. No. 

Question. They never asked you about any of the documents? 

Answer. Not that I remember, no. 

Question. Do you plan on speaking with White House counsel after this deposition 
today? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Moving on to something else. Ms. Ryan, can you briefly describe to me 
your employment history after college? 

Answer. In September of ’93, I started working at the Corporation for Public 
Broadcasting in their Office of Correspondent Communications. I was there until 
December of ’93, and then I began in January of ’94 as a White House intern in 
the Office of the First Lady. In September of ’94, I started on the staff of the First 
Lady’s office. 

Question. That was September of ’94? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And can you tell me, how is it that you even got the intern job in Janu- 
ary of ’94? 

Answer. In the fall of ’93, I applied to the White House internship program and 
was accepted in late fall, and then started in January. 

Question. Did you tell me you were an intern for the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And what did you do as an intern for the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. Answered phones, drafted correspondence, distributed mail, filed docu- 
ments, updated the filing system. General intern-type duties. 

Question. Were you assigned to any one person to assist them or just kind of ev- 
erybody? 

Answer. I worked for the Special Assistant to the chief of staff and the chief of 
staff. 

Question. Just those two individuals? 

Answer. Mainly. But they worked out of the main First Lady’s office area. So we 
received all of the general public — the main phone calls to the First Lady’s office 
came through that office as well as the mail. We were kind of at the center point 
of the office. 

Question. Where were you located while you were an intern? 

Answer. In Room 100 of the Old Executive Office Building. 

Question. And they were over in the White House? 

Answer. No, they worked in Room 100 as well. 

Question. They worked in Room 100 also. Okay. Can you tell me the names of 
those two individuals? 

Answer. The special assistant to the chief of staff at the time was Diane Lemo. 
And chief of staff to the First Lady was Maggie Williams. 

Question. And then you told me you became a staff member in September of ’94? 

Answer. Yes. 
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Question. Do you remember when in September? 

Answer. Late September. 

Question. How did that happen? Were you approached about that? 

Answer. Diane Lemo, the woman who I had been working closely with as an in- 
tern, I had worked with her as an intern for 8 months, she got a new job, and I 
had learned a lot of the ropes through Diane and so I was offered her job. 

Question. Did Diane leave to — did she leave the White House or did she take an- 
other job in the White House? 

Answer. She started working for the Office of Management and Budget. 

Question. Obviously you accepted the job. Did you have to go through an interview 
process or anything? 

Answer. I don’t remember — I don’t really remember it. I don’t know. I remember 
it was — Diane had begun looking for a new job sometime in the summer, so I re- 
member it was a long period where Diane was trying — she kind of was training me 
and passing a lot of stuff on to me. I don’t remember there ever being any formal 
interview type of process. 

Question. Did you speak with Maggie Williams about taking that job? 

Answer. She was the one that offered me the job, yes. 

Question. And you’re still with the First Lady’s office today — no. I’m sorry, you 
told me you recently left. And where are you now? 

Answer. I am now the deputy director of scheduling for the First Lady, which is 
in the Office of Scheduling and Advance Staff. 

Question. And where is your office located now? 

Answer. It’s in Room 185 1/2 of the Old Executive Office Building. 

Question. 185 1/2? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Where was your office located as the special assistant for the chief of 
staff? 

Answer. Room 100 of the Old EOB. 

Question. Where was the chief of staffs office during this time? 

Answer. Room 100 of the OEOB consists of three rooms. The main area where 
the door from the hallway is, off to the left of that room is the conference room, 
off to the right of that room is the chief of staffs office. 

Question. And you were? 

Answer. In the middle. 

Question. In the middle? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Is that where people would enter? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. The reception area? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Was there anybody else in the Room 100 area? 

Answer. Volunteers and interns sat in the main reception area as well as me. 

Question. Can you tell me a little bit about the First Lady’s office? Because I un- 
derstand it’s divided up. First, you’re over at the Old Executive Office Building and 
so is the chief of staff. Who else is over there? 

Answer. Most of the staff is in the Old Executive Office Building. The Executive 
Assistant to the Eirst Lady is in the West Wing, Mrs. Clinton’s office is in the West 
Wing, the Social Office is in the East Wing, and that’s about it. 

Question. Otherwise, everybody else is 

Answer. Most everyone is in the Old Executive Office Building. 

Question. Did the chief of staff have another assistant besides you? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who was that? 

Answer. When I started it was Evelyn Lieberman, and then it was Marge Tarmey, 
then it was Debbie Both, and then it was Peggy Lewis. 

Question. Who is it now? 

Answer. Melanne Verveer is currently the chief of staff and her assistant is Katie 
Button. 

Question. How long was Debbie Both the assistant to the chief of staff? 

Answer. Debbie Both, I believe was the assistant to the chief of staff 8 months 
perhaps. 

Question. Do you know when her term started? 

Answer. I seem to remember that it started in June of ’95. I think. I think either 
May or June of ’95. And I think she was there until around February, but I don’t 
really remember. 

Question. And how about Peggy Lewis, when she would have started? 
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Answer. She started then at around, February of ’96, I think. And was there until 
April of ’97, late March, early April. 

Question. Can you tell me as the special assistant to the chief of staff, what were 
your job duties or responsibilities? 

Answer. General assistant-type responsibilities. I kept track of the chief of staffs 
calendar, her phone messages, her phone log, her correspondence, oversaw the draft- 
ing of her correspondence, helped keep track of the filing system, served kind of as 
the main contact for the staff in terms of just general staff information. That’s all 
I can really think of in terms of a specific description. 

Question. Can you distinguish for me the difference between your job duties and 
responsibilities and that of the assistant to the chief of staff? 

Answer. The assistant to the chief of staff, I think, had more project-oriented work 
with the chief of staff, where I think I was more assistant-type duties. The assistant 
to the chief of staff also served — I was a point of contact for the staff in terms of 
letting people know we’re having a staff meeting or get your vacation time in at this 
point, but the assistant to the chief of staff served the function of dealing with the 
staff on more substantive issues, if someone was working on a project or, for in- 
stance, the director of the Correspondence Office usually reported to the assistant 
to the chief of staff in terms of correspondence issues for the First Lady. 

The Social Office would report to the assistant to the chief of staff in terms of 
updating the chief of staff on Social Office updates and stuff like that. So they 
served in a slightly different capacity I think. 

Question. Can you tell me, who was your immediate supervisor then? 

Answer. I pretty much reported directly to Maggie Williams, purely because of the 
fact that I was there through the duration and there were different assistants in 
and out. 

Question. Would the assistant have been in a supervisory role over you? 

Answer. Yes, I suppose. But it never really seemed like that, mostly because hon- 
estly I was there longer and so they usually — it was more of a team relationship 
just because of the fact I think I had been there and just in general information 
type of sense. But we generally worked pretty separately on different things, so I 
worked with Maggie on certain things and the assistant would work with her on 
other things. 

Question. And when did you tell me you recently left as assistant chief of staff? 

Answer. I started this job in late March of ’97. 

Question. With your office in the Old Executive Office Building, were you at the 
White House very often? 

Answer. It would depend. If I were delivering something or picking something up 
or going to a meeting, then I would be in the White House. Other than that, no. 

Question. Did you ever assist — I know you mentioned organizing staff meetings. 
Did you ever assist in organizing senior staff meetings? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. What did you do? How did you go about doing that? 

Answer. I would find a time that worked with everyone in terms of — I would set 
up meetings. That was a typical duty of mine. Just in terms of finding the time 
when everyone could do it on a certain day and finding the people. I would just call 
other people’s assistants and set it up through that manner. 

Question. And who would normally be included in those senior staff meetings? 

Answer. Senior staff meetings in the First Lady’s office? The chief of staff, the 
deputy chief of staff, the social secretary, the press secretary, the director of sched- 
uling. I think that’s about — and the speech writer perhaps. 

Question. Did you plan any other senior staff meetings besides those in the First 
Lady’s office? 

Answer. I took care of setting up a lot of different meetings. I would set up meet- 
ings — any meeting that Maggie was involved with. I wouldn’t always set up, but I 
would also respond to people’s calls who wanted to set up meetings. 

Question. Would you generally always be notified if Maggie Williams had a meet- 
ing with somebody else or they wanted a meeting with her? 

Answer. Generally, yes. 

Question. They would go through you? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you ever attend any of these senior staff meetings? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did anyone ever go and just take notes? 

Answer. Generally, no. No. 

Question. Did you ever attend — besides regular staff meetings, did you ever attend 
any other meetings with Ms. Williams? 

Answer. Generally, no. She pretty much went to meetings on her own. 
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Question. Did the assistant to her chief of staff go? 

Answer. They both went to the resident’s meetings, which were the meetings that 
kind of kept track of the Social Office, and what was going on in the actual White 
House in terms of events, both the assistant to the chief of staff and Maggie would 
attend those meetings, but those are the only ones I think that the assistant at- 
tended, a meeting with her. 

Question. Only the resident’s meetings? 

Answer. I think so. 

Question. How often did those occur? 

Answer. Those were weekly. 

Question. Do you know who generally would attend that? 

Answer. I think the President’s schedulers, the First Lady’s scheduler, the social 
secretary, and the chief of staff, Maggie Williams, and the assistant. 

Question. Do you know if Maggie Williams had a practice of taking notes during 
meetings? 

Answer. I don’t know. I was — I can hardly remember ever being at a meeting 
other than staff meetings, big staff meetings, with her. So I don’t know, and she 
never gave me notes, so I don’t know. 

Question. She never gave you notes to type up? 

Answer. To file or type up, exactly. 

Question. Do you know if Ms. Williams, did she type her own letter or memoranda 
or was that one of your duties? 

Answer. Her correspondence was typed usually by the interns in the office. Memo- 
randums, she sometimes typed them herself. Sometimes I would type them. 

Question. When you would type them, would she give you handwritten notes of 
what she wanted or did she dictate the memorandum to you? 

Answer. I don’t really remember. I don’t know. I can’t remember. I don’t remem- 
ber dictation or anything like that. 

Question. So she must have maybe handwritten it out? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did Ms. Williams have a call list? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did she keep the list or did you keep that list? 

Answer. No. I would gather the messages generally from the outer main office 
area and the list — unless the assistant to the chief of staff was otherwise occupied 
and would switch it over to me, the list was generally kept on the assistant to the 
chief of staffs computer. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Do you want to identify your staffers who are here now for the 
record? 

Mr. Lawler. I’m curious. 

Ms. Safavian. I was going to say, Ms. Ryan, it’s up to you. 

Mr. McLaughlin. No, this is just a practice. You haven’t taken any depositions 
before at this point. Usually just when somebody comes into the room we stop and 
identify who it is. 

Ms. Safavian. That is fine. 

Ms. Ryan, this gentleman sitting right here is David Bossie. He’s the chief investi- 
gator with the Majority, and next to him is Jim Wilson. I just gave you a card. He’s 
the senior investigative counsel with the Majority. I apologize for that. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. We were talking about the call lists and you were telling me that the 
assistant to the chief of staff, it would be kept on her computer? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Was she also the one, then, that would add the names and update the 
list? 

Answer. Generally, yes. 

Question. Did you ever add names to the list? 

Answer. I kept track of the phone messages themselves in the outer office area 
so I would pass them along to her. So in that respect I did. Or if Maggie mentioned 
to me she wanted someone on the list, then I would let her know. 

Question. So you would let the assistant know Maggie would like so and so on 
the list and they would take care of that? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Was the call list mainly for business, or was it also personal? Can you 
give me an idea of what was on the call list? 



429 


Answer. I think it was anybody that called the office for her, from what I can re- 
member, any messages we received for her. So they were probably both business 
and personal. 

Question. Ms. Ryan, I’m going to hand you this document. This is copy of an e- 
mail that you sent to Peggy Lewis on May 9, 1996. Would this be the time when 
she was assistant to Maggie Williams? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. You’re telling her that Maggie wanted John Huang’s name to be added 
to her call list? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Is this normally the procedure you would go through to get names 
added to the call list? 

Answer. Usually I would just tell her or call. I would imagine that she was not 
around at the time or it wasn’t on a phone message slip. 

Question. Who do you mean by “she”? 

Answer. I’m sorry, Peggy Lewis. 

Question. Can you tell me, do you know if there’s any specific reason why Ms. Wil- 
liams wanted to add John Huang to her call list on this specific date? 

Answer. I don’t know why, no. 

Question. Would Ms. Williams usually tell you why she would want someone 
added to a call list? 

Answer. No. 

Question. She would just provide you with the name and number? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. It also mentions, is Chuck Supple still on the list? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you recall who Chuck Supple is? 

Answer. No. I’m just trying to figure that out. No, I don’t know. 

Question. Do you know if Ms. Williams was in contact often with John Huang? 

Answer. I don’t know, no. 

Question. Do you recall taking messages for Ms. Williams from him? 

Answer. I don’t, so I would have to guess that — you know, I think I would remem- 
ber, so I don’t know. 

Question. Do you recall setting up meetings with Ms. Williams and John Huang? 

Answer. I don’t, no. 

Ms. Safavian. I was going to mark this as an exhibit. This will be ER-1. 

[Ryan Deposition Exhibit No. ER-1 was marked for identification.] 

[Note. — All exhibits referred to can be found at end of deposi- 
tion.] 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Ms. Ryan, did you ever travel professionally with Maggie Williams? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Would anybody? Would her assistants? 

Answer. She really didn’t travel much. The — most of the staff went to the Demo- 
cratic National Convention last year, but other than that, Maggie didn’t do a lot of 
traveling. If she did travel, she traveled on her own. 

Question. On her own, for business, she wouldn’t even bring her assistant with 
her? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did she travel often with the First Lady? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if Maggie Williams would interact at all or have any meet- 
ings with Harold Ickes? 

Answer. I think so, yes. 

Question. Was it often? 

Answer. I don’t remember how often it was or when it was. I remember that they 
met, but I don’t remember how frequent or if there was any regularity to it. 

Question. Would these be scheduled meetings? 

Answer. I remember scheduling meetings. I don’t remember when, but I remem- 
ber at some point they were definitely on the schedule. 

Question. Do you recall if these meetings with Mr. Ickes were just between Ms. 
Williams and Mr. Ickes or was it other people involved, also? 

Answer. Probably both, but I don’t remember specifically. 

Question. Do you recall the purpose behind any of these meetings? 

Answer. No. 
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Question. Ms. Williams is no longer the chief of staff as you already mentioned. 
When did she resign? 

Answer. The beginning of May of 1997. 

Question. Have you kept in contact with her since she’s left? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. How often do you speak with her? 

Answer. Usually once or twice a week. 

Question. Oh, really? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. And she’s over in France; is that correct? 

Answer. Not yet. 

Question. Oh. 

Answer. She leaves in a week or two, I think. Very soon. 

Question. Do you get together for lunch? 

Answer. Yes. She actually is a very close friend of mine. So I speak with her and 
occasionally see her. 

Question. Ms. Ryan, can you tell me, were any DNC employees working at the 
White House from May 1995 through the 1996 election? 

Mr. Lawler. I don’t want to cut you off, but just anticipating a following question 
you might want to ask her, and she can speak for herself, she may not discuss this 
investigation. They keep in contact, but Evan once this stuff came out was the first 
time she contacted us, we have asked Evan not to discuss the substance of any in- 
vestigation or stories or whatever, particularly about the Johnny Chung stuff, with 
Maggie, so their contacts are personal and social rather than substantive. 

Ms. Safavian. I’m sorry, were you trying to say that Ms. Williams contacted you 
after the articles regarding Johnny Chung were published? 

Mr. Lawler. No, no, she contacted us. Me. 

Ms. Safavian. Ms. Williams contacted you? 

Mr. Lawler. No, no, Evan contacted me. She’s my client. 

Ms. Safavian. That’s why I was trying to understand that. 

Mr. Lawler. Right. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. You were speaking to him about whether or not you could talk with Ms. 
Williams? 

Answer. They just advised me not to. 

Question. And so you have not spoken to Ms. Williams? 

Answer. We have not spoken about any of this, no. Personal. 

Question. You didn’t talk at all about Johnny Chung or anything that was written 
in the newspaper articles? 

Answer. She once mentioned to me that she was sorry that I was involved in this, 
she was speaking of the L.A. Times article, but that’s all she said. 

Question. And no further conversation on that subject? 

Answer. She was inquiring as to how I was and said that she was sorry that my 
name is now out there and involved and she’s sorry about that and I said, that’s 
okay, and that was the end of it. 

Question. We’ll talk a little bit further about Johnny Chung, but getting back to 
the DNC, do you recall if there were any DNC employees working in the White 
House during the election? 

Answer. I don’t recall DNC. Just because of the news I know that at one point 
Barbara Woolley was employed by the DNC but a volunteer at the White House, 
but I’m not aware of that. 

Question. I’m sorry, who was that? 

Answer. Barbara Woolley. I just remember it from ABC News, but other than 
that, that’s my only knowledge. 

Question. Ms. Ryan, I’m going to hand you another exhibit. And you see that is 
a telephone message slip. It’s to Maggie, who I assume is Maggie Williams. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. It’s from somebody named Adam, calling from Leon Panetta’s office on 
May 22. From the cover sheet, you can barely make it out but it looks like ’95 to 
me. Do you agree? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. It’s talking about a meeting from 2:00 to 2:30, a half-hour meeting on 
Wednesday, May 24, regarding DNC employees working at the White House. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you know who took this message? Do you know who those initials 
are? 
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Answer. I can’t quite — it looks like an “E” and something else. It generally would 
have been a volunteer or an intern, and it looks like at 6:45 — it must have been 
one of our evening volunteers. I would have to go back and — I don’t know. I could 
check volunteer logs. 

Question. Do you recall scheduling this meeting for Ms. Williams? 

Answer. Not specifically, no. It’s possible, but I don’t recall it. 

Question. Do you recall — did Ms. Williams ever speak with you later about this 
meeting regarding DNC employees working at the White House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. So as far as you know, you do not know of any DNC employees working 
at the White House? 

Answer. I, as I said, heard it on the news one time, but other than that, no, I 
have no knowledge myself. 

Ms. Safavian. We’re going to go ahead and make this exhibit ER-2. 

[Ryan Deposition Exhibit No. ER-2 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Can you tell me, did you have any specific contact with any DNC em- 
ployees? 

Answer. At the DNC? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. Yes. I don’t — I remember getting phone calls from the DNC or returning 
calls or talking to people at the DNC. I didn’t have a specific person at the DNC 
that I spoke with, but I’m sure I spoke with the DNC on occasion. 

Question. Do you recall speaking to any one individual more often than another? 

Answer. No. I’m responding to this because I’ve been asked this before. I don’t. 
I didn’t have a person that I knew to call at the DNC. I probably was returning 
a phone call. There was no one person that I would call there. 

Question. If you had to call someone at the DNC, who did you decide you would 
call or who do you speak to? 

Answer. It would probably depend on what I was calling about, and I think I 
would call the main number and asked for whichever office I needed. 

Question. How would you know which office you needed? 

Answer. Depending on what it was, depending on what I was calling about. 

Question. Were you calling on behalf of Maggie Williams or somebody else? 

Answer. Oh, I don’t know. I’m just speculating here. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Don’t speculate. The committee’s not interested in guesses or 
speculation. Just stick to what’s in your personal knowledge. 

The Witness. I have no specific memory of contacting the DNC about any one 
specific event. I can’t rule out. I’m sure I talked to them. I’m sure I did on occasion, 
but it’s nothing that’s imprinted on any memory. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Could you tell me, would you have contacted the DNC because some- 
body asked you to? 

Answer. Perhaps. But as I said, I don’t remember. 

Question. Was there — do you know if there was a specific liaison between the 
First Lady’s office and the DNC? 

Answer. Not to my knowledge. 

Question. Do you know whether Maggie Williams participated in any DNC fund- 
raising activities during the 1996 election cycle? 

Answer. Not to my knowledge. 

Question. Do you know if Maggie Williams participated in any way with the 1996 
Clinton/Gore Re-election Campaign? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Do you recall ever scheduling any meetings for Ms. Williams regarding 
DNC fund-raising activities? 

Answer. When I set up meetings for her, they generally weren’t by topic. They 
were by individuals, so I don’t remember specifically, no. 

Question. So you don’t have any specific recollection of scheduling a meeting for 
Ms. Williams with anybody at the DNC? 

Answer. It’s possible. I don’t remember specifically. 

Question. Okay. That’s fine. 

Did you ever arrange any meetings between DNC donors and the First Lady’s of- 
fice? 

Answer. No. Not that I remember. 
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Question. Do you know if there was somebody in the First Lady’s office who would 
arrange these meetings? 

Answer. Between who? 

Question. DNC donors and the First Lady or anybody else, Maggie Williams, any- 
body in the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. I would imagine any meetings that were set up between Mrs. Clinton 
and DNC donors or DNC employees would be set up by, where I am now, her sched- 
uling office, which sets up all of her meetings. I don’t remember setting up any 
meetings between Maggie and DNC donors myself. But, as I said, I typically knew 
them as individuals in terms of their names, not in terms of always who they were 
or what the meeting was about. 

Question. Right. Okay. 

Were you ever involved at all in arranging any meetings with the President’s 
staff? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Was there anybody in the First Lady’s office who would have been in 
contact with the President’s staff to arrange meetings? 

Answer. Between whom? 

Question. Well, we could start just general. Any meetings. Have you had to sched- 
ule a meeting with the President or with somebody in his office? Is that something 
that you would do or would somebody else in the First Lady’s office have a contact 
in the President’s office? 

Answer. I would only have been involved if it involved Maggie meeting with the 
President. If in terms of the President and the First Lady, that would be the First 
Lady’s scheduling office who would deal with a meeting that anyone else was in- 
volved in. 

Question. So her scheduling office would be the ones who would perhaps schedule 
a meeting with the President? 

Answer. If it involved her. If it involved Mrs. Clinton. 

Question. If it did not involve Mrs. Clinton at all? 

Answer. We didn’t deal with it, yes. 

Question. Did you refer that person to somebody at the President’s staff, in his 
office? 

Answer. If somebody was looking to meet with the President? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. We would refer them to the President’s scheduling office. Not to a person 
specifically, but a phone number. 

Question. Did you ever arrange any meetings with agency officials and DNC do- 
nors? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if anyone in the First Lady’s office arranged such meet- 
ings? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Was the White House Mess ever used to entertain DNC supporters or 
donors? 

Answer. Not that I remember. I know that Johnny Chung did eat there. That was 
by his request. No, it was never used to my knowledge to entertain DNC donors. 

Question. Were you ever asked to make White House Mess reservations? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you always know who you were making them on behalf of? 

Answer. Generally, I made them for lunches Maggie was going — for a lunch she 
was having with someone. I don’t remember everybody that she had lunch with, so 
I don’t know. 

Question. Would you just make White House Mess reservations only when Maggie 
Williams was going to be having lunch there, for instance? 

Answer. I dealt with her reservations, yes. On occasion, she — we used her account 
at the White House Mess and someone ate there on her account without her pres- 
ence. 

Question. So she would not always have to be present for someone to be able to 
eat in the White House Mess? 

Answer. Right. Yes. 

Question. But you would always schedule reservations under her name? 

Answer. With her permission, yes. 

Mr. Lawler. You want to explain how you need an account? I mean, you couldn’t 
make a reservation. 

The Witness. Yes. I don’t have a White House Mess account. People who work 
in the West Wing of the White House have Mess accounts, as do assistants to the 
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President. So in order to eat at the White House Mess, you have to have an account 
or be there on somebody’s account. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. So how would somebody pay? Did you have to pay if you ate in the 
White House Mess? 

Answer. It would be billed to that person’s account and they would receive a bill 
monthly. 

Question. When you say “that person’s account,” do you mean, for instance, 
Maggie Williams’ account? 

Answer. For whomever’s account you’re eating on, yes. 

Question. What would Ms. Williams then do? 

Answer. Generally she was reimbursed by whomever it was that ate lunch on her 
account. This wasn’t often, though. 

Question. So, for instance, you earlier mentioned Johnny Chung has eaten in the 
White House Mess. Do you know if that would have been on Ms. Williams’ account? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. So she would have gotten a bill showing that Johnny Chung had lunch 
there? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And showing the amount? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. What would she then do to get reimbursed from Mr. Chung? 

Answer. I can’t remember how we worked that reimbursement or how that hap- 
pened. I don’t know if that day he reimbursed her. I don’t know if later on. I don’t 
remember how that worked. I’m sure there was reimbursement, but I don’t remem- 
ber. 

Question. Would he have known right away how much it cost to have lunch there? 
Could Mr. Chung have known before he finished that it was going to cost him X 
dollars? 

Answer. I suppose if he asked the people at the Mess he may have been able to 
find out. If not, it would appear on her bill that month. 

Question. So she got a monthly statement? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Would the statement — how would she know on the statement who ate 
there and who gets the bill? 

Answer. The statement just would say lunch for five or lunch for four. It would 
have the date and the amount. 

Question. So how did they know? Did she keep track of it somehow? 

Answer. I don’t remember in this case; I don’t know. I feel like I would be guess- 
ing. 

Question. I don’t want you to do that. 

Answer. I don’t remember specifically in this situation how we handled the bill- 
ing. I don’t remember. 

Question. Is that something that you would have handled for her? 

Answer. Probably. 

Question. Is there anybody else who would have handled that for her? 

Answer. If not me, then the assistant to the chief of staff would have been the 
other person. It would have been one of us. I don’t remember specifically. It could 
be just because it didn’t leave an imprint on my memory, but I don’t know. 

Question. Do you recall if — you would receive the monthly statement, and then 
would you like send out a letter? 

Answer. I don’t know. Perhaps. I don’t know. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Don’t guess. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. I know you said it didn’t happen very often. Do you recall who would 
have lunch at the White House Mess under Ms. Williams’ account? 

Answer. The only other person that I think had lunch on the White House Mess 
account and Maggie was not present was Mark Middleton. 

Question. Was Ms. Williams usually present for all the other lunches? 

Answer. Yes. She didn’t really eat at the Mess that often. 

Question. Would guests of hers be able to eat on her account? What I’m tr3ring 
to get at, would she accompany the guests who would eat at the White House Mess 
more often that not or were they on their own without her present? 

Answer. More often than not, she was with them. But even then that wasn’t that 
often. 
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Question. And so you’re telling me perhaps the only time when she wasn’t present 
for lunch was when Mark Middleton was eating on her account? 

Answer. I believe I remember one time when Mark Middleton had lunch at the 
Mess and she wasn’t present. 

Question. Is there any specific reason why she would or would not accompany 
somebody who was eating lunch on her account? 

Answer. It was Mark Middleton’s request of her after he had left the White 
House, he wanted to have lunch there and was wondering if he could put it on her 
account. 

Question. Did he wonder if he could have lunch there without her present? 

Answer. I think so. I think. It wasn’t in terms of do you want to come to lunch. 
It was more like, I wanted to go to the Mess; do you mind if I use your account. 

Question. And she didn’t have a problem with that? 

Answer. And she said it was okay, yes. 

Question. Did she normally always say it was okay for somebody to eat on her 
account? 

Answer. Generally it wasn’t a request that was made that often from what I 
know, and she really didn’t eat at the Mess that often. 

Question. So to your knowledge you do not know if any DNC donors ever had 
lunch with Ms. Williams in the White House Mess? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Do you recall ever requesting the DNC to reimburse for bills that were 
on the account? 

Answer. I don’t remember that, no. 

Question. Did you ever arrange for a DNC donor to spend the night at the White 
House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever arrange for anybody to spend the night at the White 
House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if anybody in the First Lady’s office was in charge of that 
responsibility? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Did you ever arrange for DNC donors to fly aboard Air Force One or 
Air Force Two? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever arrange for anybody to fly aboard Air Force One or Air 
Force Two? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if anyone in the First Lady’s office was charged with that 
responsibility? 

Answer. Not that I know of. 

Question. Did you ever arrange for DNC donors to attend White House private 
dinners? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever arrange for anyone to attend White House private dinners? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if there was anybody charged with that responsibility in 
the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. I would imagine White House dinners were Social Office functions. So I’m 
sure the social secretary was generally in charge of the guest lists. 

Question. Did you ever arrange for any DNC donors to attend any function at the 
White House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you eyer arrange for anybody to attend a function at the White 
House? 

Answer. Functions at the White House fell under the Social Office. They did all 
the inviting of any guest, whether it be by phone or by formal invitation in the mail, 
so it wasn’t part of my duties. 

Question. If someone would contact you or call you up and ask you, can I be in- 
vited to a function or dinner, what would you do with that request? 

Answer. I would call the Social Office and give them that person’s name and num- 
ber and they would then handle it from there. 

Question. Did you ever arrange for DNC donors to attend the President’s radio 
address? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever arrange for anybody to attend the President’s radio ad- 
dress? 
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Answer. If anyone made a request to attend the radio address, which I really 
don’t recall, I would call Oval Office Operations and speak to someone. They were 
in charge of the radio address. 

Question. You would speak to them and try and set up 

Answer. Pass on the person’s information. 

Question. And they would take it 

Answer. I think generally there’s a waiting list. I’ve just heard of other people 
who have had family members get off the waiting list. I don’t know. I don’t remem- 
ber ever doing it, no. 

Question. So you would refer their name to somebody at that office? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you ever arrange for DNC donors to use the President’s box at the 
Kennedy Center? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever arrange for anybody to use the President’s box at the Ken- 
nedy Center? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And who would that have been; do you recall? 

Answer. Maggie Williams. Perhaps another staff member. I don’t remember. I just 
remember people have come to me either asking who they talk to or maybe I called, 
but I don’t know. I remember calling on Maggie’s behalf. 

Question. Were you able to get her tickets? 

Answer. Sometimes yes, sometimes no, I think. I don’t remember. No, not often, 
but I would just remember it being maybe three times or so. I don’t remember. 

Question. Do you remember who the staff person was that you also tried to get 
tickets? 

Answer. No. I think mostly people were asking me who they contacted if they 
wanted to go into the box. I don’t remember, no. 

Question. Do you remember who you would contact to get the tickets for Ms. Wil- 
liams? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And who would that be? 

Answer. Debi Schiff. 

Question. And who is she? 

Answer. She sits in the main reception area in the West Wing of the White House 
on the first floor. 

Question. And who does she work for? 

Answer. I’m not quite sure who her immediate superior is. I don’t know what her 
title is. I think she is the VIP receptionist, the person who’s in that main reception 
area in the West Wing. 

Question. Is she the only person that you would contact about that? 

Answer. She is in charge of the Kennedy Center box, yes. 

Question. Did you ever arrange for DNC donors to attend movies at the White 
House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever arrange for anybody to attend a movie at the White 
House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Was there anybody in the First Lady’s office who would arrange such 
evenings? 

Answer. Not that I’m aware of. Ann Stock, the social secretary, but once again 
I don’t know. 

Question. You believe Ann Stock may have been the one to arrange that? 

Answer. I believe she was in charge of all functions like that in the White House, 
any event, movies, dinners, official events, an3d;hing that took place in the White 
House. I believe Anne Stock was the person who was the point of contact or in 
charge of the event. 

Question. Did anyone ever call and ask you to help them get a place at the White 
House movie, a spot to watch? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever arrange for DNC donors to use the White House tennis 
courts? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever arrange for anybody to use the White House tennis courts? 

Answer. White House staff can use the White House tennis courts. They can call 
an office. I think there are certain days or certain hours it’s available for White 
House staff to use the tennis courts. So I’ve done it myself. But other than that, 
I haven’t arranged it for anyone else. 
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Question. Was there anybody in the First Lady’s office who was in charge of ar- 
ranging? 

Answer. The tennis courts? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. No. No. 

Question. Did the DNC ever ask you to secure photos for DNC donors with the 
First Lady? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever secure photos with the First Lady with anybody? 

Answer. I do now in my job as a scheduler, but, no, then, I never set up photos 
with Mrs. Clinton, no. 

Question. Who would normally have set up those photos? 

Answer. The scheduling office. The First Lady’s scheduling office. 

Question. Did you ever get requests from anybody asking if you can help them 
get a photo with the First Lady? 

Answer. I think we received letters from the general public. I’m sure she received 
different requests. The volunteers in our office looked forward to having a photo 
with her. I remember they would talk about it. And Mr. Chung, as we know, was 
looking to get a photo with her in March of ’95. Other than that, I can’t recall spe- 
cifically people asking for photos. 

Question. Mentioning the interns and Johnny Chung, would they approach you 
about getting a photo with the First Lady? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And what would you do when a request like that came? 

Answer. Generally the intern sessions last through the fall, the spring, and the 
summer. Each intern session we try to set up a photo at the end of the session with 
Mrs. Clinton and the First Lady interns. I would contact the scheduling office and 
they would try to find a time where it fit into her schedule. 

Question. Would that be a group photo? 

Answer. Group photo. Sometimes she would shake hands with the interns, and 
they would be able to take individuals. It depended. 

Question. With regard to Johnny Chung, because you also mentioned him, he per- 
sonally asked you to set up a photo with the First Lady? 

Answer. He asked if I thought it would be possible to get a photo with the First 
Lady, yes. 

Question. What was your response to that request? 

Answer. I would check to see if it was possible. 

Question. Was it possible? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. How many times did he ask you to help him get photos with the First 
Lady? 

Answer. That’s the only time I can think of. 

Question. It was one time? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And you were able 

Answer. He attended several Democratic Party events where he had photos with 
the First Lady, so he expressed an interest this time because he had guests with 
him. 

Question. Do you recall what this time is? 

Answer. March of ’95. 

Question. Was there any process you had to go through to be able to get this photo 
opportunity for him with the First Lady? 

Answer. I mentioned it to Maggie Williams, and that was the last I dealt with 
it in terms of setting it up. 

Question. So in that instance you went directly to Ms. Williams to take care of 
it instead of calling the First Lady’s scheduler? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Any particular reason? 

Answer. Well, because on this occasion Mr. Chung had several requests: He want- 
ed to have lunch at the mess, he wanted a photo with Mrs. Clinton, he wanted a 
tour of the White House, and he wanted to see if he could get into the radio address. 
So I took all those requests in to Ms. Williams. 

Question. I understand that you just scheduled the intern photos and one with 
Johnny Chung. Do you know 

Mr. Lawler. Actually, she didn’t schedule the one with Johnny Chung. 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Excuse me, you arranged at least for the interns to have a photo? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And you spoke with Ms. Williams about Johnny Chung’s photo? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you know what the process was? Does someone have to pay for these 
photos with the First Lady? 

Answer. Not to my knowledge, no. 

Question. So you don’t know if Johnny Chung or his guests had to pay for the 
photo they had? 

Answer. I don’t — I have no knowledge of anyone ever being charged for a photo, 
no. 

Question. I want to just show you these. They are copies of four pictures that are 
taken with the First Lady with four different individuals. What I’m interested in 
with these photos is at the bottom of each photo. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. They are addressed, I assume, to the individual in the photo? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. For instance, the first one, which is Bates Stamped FOP 029612, says, 
“To,” and I will try to pronounce this correctly, “Zheng Hongye,” I am not really 
sure. It says, “With best wishes, HRC,” Hillary Rodham Clinton? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you know the process, the procedure to get photos with the First 
Lady addressed and signed like this? 

Answer. Yes. The Office of Correspondence does the calligraphy portion on the 
bottom, and they also have an autopen machine that can be used, although Mrs. 
Clinton also signs photos as well. 

Question. She does? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. So is there any way for you to tell whether this is an autopen or Mrs. 
Clinton’s own signature? 

Answer. No. I am fooled by the autopen, so I don’t know which — I don’t know. 

Question. And who was it that you said had the autopen? 

Answer. The Office of the First Lady’s Correspondence. 

Question. Would they be the only office who had the autopen with her signature? 

Answer. I don’t know if the general Office of Correspondence may have an 
autopen for her as well. I don’t know. 

Question. Was this normal? Would every photo with the First Lady be addressed 
to the individuals and then signed with her name? 

Answer. We tend to do them for a lot of the photos, if the person requests it. 

Question. And as far as you know, there is no charge for the photo or for the sig- 
nature or anything like that? 

Answer. Not to my knowledge. 

Question. Do you happen to know the individuals in these photos? I know that’s 
kind of hard to tell their faces, but their names are at the bottom. Do any of these 
names mean anything to you? 

Answer. No, they don’t. 

Question. Do any of the faces? Do you recognize any of the faces? 

Answer. I can tell that these are Johnny Chung’s business friends that he had 
with him, but I don’t know the names at all, no. 

Question. Was this the March meeting that you mentioned earlier? 

Answer. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. I’m going to go ahead and mark this as Exhibit ER-3. 

[Ryan Deposition Exhibit No. ER-3 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Were DNC donors ever sent a birthday card from the First Lady? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Were you in charge at all of sending out birthday cards from the First 
Lady? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if anybody was in the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. Probably the correspondence office, the Office of the First Lady’s Cor- 
respondence. I can’t say for sure. 

I know that the Office of Presidential Correspondence sends birthday greetings 
from both the President and the First Lady. So I don’t know if the First Lady’s office 
sends just from the First Lady. I don’t know. 
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Question. Have you ever gotten a request for a birthday card or anniversary card 
or any special event like that from the First Lady? Has someone contacted you 
about that? 

Answer. We have a form. When I worked in this office, we had a form for events, 
a correspondence form, we could fill out for a birthday greeting, anniversary, birth 
of a child, graduation, congratulations-type form that you would fill out with the 
person’s information and address, and we would send it down to the correspondence 
office. But it was for something from both the President and the First Lady. It 
wasn’t specifically a First Lady letter, so to speak. 

Question. And you would fill out those forms why? Was it in response to a request 
from somebody? 

Answer. We filled them out for anybody that wrote into the office or called into 
the office. 

Question. Anybody could do that? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Mr. Lawler. I got a birthday card from Ronald Reagan once. 

Ms. Safavian. Did you? 

Mr. Lawler. I got a postcard from Amy Carter. 

Ms. Safavian. Well, I am even more impressed. 

Mr. McLaughlin. I got one from Millie. 

Ms. Safavian. Okay, you win. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Were DNC donors or potential donors ever invited to have lunch with 
Maggie Williams? 

Answer. Not to my knowledge, no. 

Question. Do you recall ever scheduling any of these lunches for Ms. Williams? 

Answer. I recall scheduling lunches for her, but they would be the individuals, 
same as her meetings. I don’t know who they were specifically or what the lunches 
were for, but, no, I don’t know that she ever had a lunch with donors or potential 
donors, no. 

Question. When you were scheduling these lunches, did you ever have a list? Did 
you provide her with a list of the attendees? 

Answer. No. I would schedule, I would put something on her schedule with the 
people’s names who she was having lunch with, but I never had lists of — I don’t be- 
lieve she ever had a lunch where she needed a list of people. 

Question. It was usually small lunches? 

Answer. Yes. But, actually, she really didn’t have many lunches; very, very few. 

Question. About how many people would attend the lunch with Ms. Williams? 

Answer. There’s no set amount of people. There would be — I mean, this is if she 
was having lunch with someone, I would schedule it. I don’t recall there ever 
being — there was never a set lunch where it would be a group of people for a specific 
purpose. That I have no knowledge of 

Question. And you said these lunches were not very frequent? 

Answer. She rarely had lunches with people. She was pretty much at her desk 
or working. She wasn’t out having lunch with people or in the mess having lunch 
with people. 

Question. Do you recall then how many lunches you scheduled for Ms. Williams? 

Answer. No, I don’t know. I worked for her for a long time. I don’t know. It’s 
tough to gauge specific numbers. 

Question. When you would schedule one of these lunches, was that usually Ms. 
Williams asking you to schedule a lunch, or somebody would contact you? 

Answer. Or vice versa. If someone wanted to have lunch with her, you know, we 
would ask her if she was able to have lunch with them. If she had someone that 
she wanted to have lunch with, then she would say maybe I should contact them. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Counsel, is this going somewhere relating to campaign fund- 
raising? 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Can you tell me were DNC donors or potential donors ever invited to 
have lunch with the First Lady? 

Answer. I don’t know. That’s something that the Scheduling Office probably would 
have dealt with. Nothing that was in my scope at that point. 

Question. So nobody ever contacted you to arrange a lunch with the First Lady? 
Answer. No, not that I remember. No. 
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Question. Let me show you this memorandum. As you can see, it is dated May 
5, 1994. It’s addressed to Ann Cahill from Martha Phipps regarding White House 
activities. 

First of all, can you tell me do you know who Ann Cahill is? 

Answer. The name is somewhat familiar, hut no, I don’t know specifically who she 
is. 

Question. So you have never had any contact with Ms. Cahill? 

Answer. Not that I remember. The name is vaguely familiar, but I don’t remem- 
ber her specifically. 

Question. Do you know who Martha Phipps is? 

Answer. Martha Phipps, I remember that name as a DNC name. I don’t know 
how I know that. 

Question. Did you ever have any contact with Ms. Phipps? 

Answer. Possibly, because I do recognize that name more than I do Ann Cahill, 
but I don’t remember a specific instance. 

Question. Do you recall ever — first of all, ever seeing this memorandum? Please 
take a look at it and tell me if it looks familiar to you at all. 

Answer. No, it doesn’t. 

Mr. McLaughlin. I note for the record that Evan Ryan’s name does not appear 
in the memo. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Let me start with the first paragraph. “In order to reach our very ag- 
gressive goal of $40 million this year, it would be very helpful if we could coordinate 
the following activities between the White House and the Democratic National Com- 
mittee.” 

Were you aware that there was a $40 million goal for 1994 to reach? 

Answer. No, I was not. 

Question. Did anyone ever discuss any goals with you to reach for ’94 or any year? 

Answer. No. 

Question. If you turn to the second page, number 16, it says, “One lunch with the 
First Lady per month. Contact: Maggie Williams.” 

Were you aware of these lunches with the First Lady once a month? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if Ms. Williams in fact scheduled these lunches with the 
First Lady? 

Answer. I don’t know, no. And, actually, I’m just noticing that at the time, I had 
been an intern there for three or four months in May of ’94, so — but I don’t know. 
No, I don’t remember that at all. 

Question. So this is not something that you assisted Ms. Williams in arranging? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Safavian. Let’s mark this exhibit ER-4. 

[Ryan Deposition Exhibit No. ER-4 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you know whether the DNC ever asked the First Lady to make fund- 
raising phone calls? 

Answer. No, I don’t know. I have seen in another deposition, memorandums, but 
I had never seen them before. 

Question. Do you know who Marvin Rosen is? 

Answer. The name is familiar as a DNC name, but no. 

Question. So you mention that you saw these call sheets during your Senate depo- 
sition? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Had you seen them before that? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Had you ever heard anybody talk about DNC call sheets for the First 
Lady prior to your deposition with the Senate? 

Answer. No, I had not. 

Question. That was your first knowledge of such call sheets? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Are you aware of whether or not Ms. Williams ever contacted the First 
Lady about these calls? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Would you know whether the First Lady made any fund-raising calls? 

Answer. I don’t know. 
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Question. Are you aware that the First Lady attended a series of coffees held at 
the White House during 1995 and 1996? 

Answer. I believe both the President and the First Lady did, I think. My knowl- 
edge is basically based on media accounts, though, so I don’t have any specific recol- 
lection from my work experience, no. Once again, that is a scheduling issue which 
I was not a part of 

Question. So you never scheduled for the First Lady any of these coffees? 

Answer. I was working last year still for Maggie Williams. I only moved over to 
the Scheduling Office in March of ’97. So, no. 

Question. Did Ms. Williams ever ask you to assist in scheduling one of these cof- 
fees? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Let me back up, I guess, for a second. Were these coffees with the First 
Lady ever discussed? Did Ms. Williams ever discuss these? 

Answer. No. 

Question. So the only way you even know that the First Lady attended coffees was 
from news accounts? 

Answer. I think that’s what my knowledge is based on. I don’t remember ever in 
the office hearing about the coffees specifically, no. 

Question. And you never assisted Maggie Williams with scheduling coffees? 

Answer. No. I would be surprised if Maggie was involved in the scheduling of the 
coffees. I don’t know. 

Question. Why do you say that? 

Answer. Well, because I think I would know if she were involved in setting up 
these coffees. But I don’t remember that at all, so 

Question. Do you ever recall Maggie Williams having to approve an attendee list 
for one of these coffees? 

Answer. I don’t remember that, no. 

Mr. Lawler. Would this be a good point to take a break for a couple of minutes? 

Ms. Safavian. Absolutely. 

[Brief recess.] 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Just finishing up real quickly with the coffees we were talking about 
before the break. 

Did you ever happen to see any spreadsheets prepared by the DNC regarding the 
coffees and how much money they raised or may have raised, given to Maggie Wil- 
liams or for the First Lady or anything like that? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know who Truman Arnold is? 

Answer. I believe that name is associated with the DNC, but I don’t know in what 
capacity. 

Question. Have you ever had any contact with him? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know whether or not Mr. Arnold ever visited the First Lady or 
Maggie Williams? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know who Bernard Rapoport is? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Michael Berman? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who is he? 

Answer. I forget name of the firm he works with, but I have met him on occasion. 
Question. Where have you met him? 

Answer. In the office. 

Question. And why was he there? 

Answer. I believe he was at meetings in our office. 

Question. Who was he meeting with; do you remember? 

Answer. I believe there were big meetings because — I remember there being a lot 
of people. I don’t remember specifically who was in the meeting. 

Question. Do you recall if Maggie Williams was in the meeting? 

Answer. I think she was. 

Question. Do you recall if the First Lady was in the meeting? 

Answer. I don’t think so, no. 

Question. Was he around often? Can you give a number to the number of times? 
Answer. No, I’m not sure. 

Question. How about Ron Perelman? 
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Answer. I know who he is, not — I just know the name. 

Question. Have you ever met him? 

Answer. No. 

Question. How about John Phillips? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know who Webster Hubbell is? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Have you ever met Mr. Hubbell? 

Answer. No, I haven’t. 

Question. Have you ever spoken with Mr. Hubbell on the telephone? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if Mr. Hubbell ever had meetings with Maggie Williams? 
Answer. No, not that I know of. 

Question. I can try to summarize this a little bit. Are you aware of any legal prob- 
lems that Mr. Hubbell had with his former law firm, the Rose Law Firm? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you recall any discussions around the office about Mr. Hubbell and 
any of these problems? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did Ms. Williams ever discuss with you Webster Hubbell or any of these 
problems? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know who Amy Stewart is? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know who David Kendall is? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who is he? 

Answer. He is the Clintons’ attorney. 

Question. He’s the Clintons’ personal attorney? 

Answer. I believe he’s Mrs. Clinton’s attorney. I don’t know if he is the President’s 
as well. 

Question. Does he work for the White House? 

Answer. No. Personal attorney, yes. 

Question. Have you ever met Mr. Kendall? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And what were the circumstances surrounding that meeting? 

Answer. I have met him — I know him, and I have met him. I don’t remember 
meeting him. I don’t remember at what point I met him. I’m sure it was in the of- 
fice, but I don’t remember. 

Question. Did someone introduce you to him? 

Answer. No. If he came to my office, he probably introduced himself. 

Question. Do you recall a meeting in March of ’94 that Ms. Williams may have 
attended with David Kendall regarding Webster Hubbell? 

Mr. Lawler. Were you even in the office in March of94? 

The Witness. I had just started as an intern then. I don’t remember that, no. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Would you say that Ms. Williams knew Mr. Hubbell fairly well? Did 
they meet often? 

Answer. I never saw them meet. I don’t know if she knew him well or not. 
Question. Do you know if she knew him at all? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Do you know who Ernie Green is? 

Answer. I have heard the name before. I believe he might be involved with an 
African organization, but I don’t remember which. 

Question. Have you ever met him? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if he’s ever been in contact or had a meeting with Maggie 
Williams? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. And you mentioned Mark Middleton’s name earlier? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. How well do you know Mr. Middleton? 

Answer. I have met him on several occasions, and I have talked to him on the 
phone. I definitely know who he is. 

Question. What were the circumstance surrounding the first time you met Mr. 
Middleton? 
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Answer. He used to work at the White House, so I probably met him when he 
was an employee still at the White House. 

Question. Do you know when Mr. Middleton left the White House? 

Answer. I don’t remember. 

Question. Do you know while he was at the White House, did Maggie Williams 
and Mark Middleton have much contact with each other? 

Answer. I don’t remember. 

Question. Do you know whether or not they had much contact with each other 
after he left the White House? 

Answer. I remember that he called her on a couple of occasions, and he may have 
met with her, too, on a couple of occasions, but that’s all I remember. 

Question. Do you recall what any of those meetings or those phone calls were 
about? 

Answer. No. He would call me sometimes to leave messages for Maggie or to get 
in touch with Maggie. I don’t remember specifically what it was about. 

Question. Did he ever tell you the purpose of his phone call? 

Answer. I have a memory of — no. Phone calls, no. I have a memory of one meeting 
being about a Presidential library, something or other, but I don’t remember any- 
thing more than that. 

Question. Do you recall the time frame of this meeting? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Were you present during any meetings that Maggie Williams would 
have had with Mr. Middleton? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever clear or wave Mr. Middleton into the White House? 

Answer. Not that I remember, but I probably did. 

Question. Do you recall any of the times you may have, was it just Mr. Middleton, 
or did he have guests with him? 

Answer. I don’t recall. 

Question. Ms. Ryan, I am handing you WAVE records. Worker And Visitor Entry 
records, in which you asked access for Mark Middleton. I want to quickly go through 
these. 

On the first page you will see that on April 1, 1995, you were listed as both the 
requester and the visitee? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did Mark Middleton meet with you on this day? 

Answer. Not that I remember. 

Question. Can you maybe give me some background on these WAVE records and 
actually requesting somebody be waved into the White House? 

Answer. On the computer WAVE request, it automatically comes up with your 
name, the person’s name whose computer you are at, so that would be the re- 
quester. A visitee is something that can be typed in right there next to the request- 
er’s name. You have to type in the time, the date, the room number they are going 
to, and the person’s name, date of birth and now social security number. 

Question. Is this something that you would do personally when you were waving 
someone into the White House? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. So do you actually have to go to the computer and type all this in? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Is that located where a visitor would enter the White House? 

Answer. This is my computer at my desk. I’m able to type this information in. 
It goes to the WAVE center, and the uniformed Secret Service guards who are at 
the gate have computers at the gate. 

Question. So they would get this information that you typed in? 

Answer. Yes. I believe it goes through — I don’t understand the process, but I be- 
lieve it goes through a Secret Service WAVE center and goes then to the uniformed 
guards at the desk. 

Question. How much time before a visitor would enter the White House would you 
need to get this information into the computer? 

Answer. Generally, I think, at least within the half-hour before. 

Question. So just a minimum of a half-hour before the person was waved in? 

Answer. I don’t know what the specific time frame needs to be, but I can do it 
up until pretty close to when a person is coming. 

Question. So someone could call you and say, I’m coming over in 10 minutes, and 
that would be no problem? You could still get the information in, and they could 
still come into the White House? 

Answer. I could either type it into the computer, or I could call the WAVE center 
and deliver the information over the phone. 
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Question. So if I see your name as the requester, does that mean that you are 
the one that personally typed this information into the computer? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Is there any specific reasoning why you would put your name as a 
visitee if Mr. Middleton was not visiting with you? 

Answer. I sometimes just put my name in, probably because I knew him, and he 
called and said he was coming over. It is just habit sometimes. I sometimes put my 
name in and sometimes put Maggie’s name in. There was really no — if I knew Mark 
Middleton, which I did, I probably just typed my name in. 

Question. So on this specific date, April 21, 1995, do you remember if Mr. Mid- 
dleton met with you on that date? 

Answer. I don’t remember why he was there. 

Question. Would Mr. Middleton ever stop by the White House to have a specific 
meeting with you? 

Answer. No. 

Question. They would always be with somebody else? 

Answer. Yes, or he may have wanted to come drop something off. At one point 
I remember he picked a photo up from us, so I don’t know if this was when that 
was. I don’t know. 

Question. Who would Mr. Middleton usually meet with if he asked you to wave 
him into the White House? 

Answer. I remember he met with Maggie on a couple of occasions. So possibly it 
was Maggie. 

Question. If you turn to the next page, it shows the next visit is on May 9, 1995, 
and this time you have the visitee as Williams? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Would that be Maggie Williams? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you recall the circumstance or the purpose of this visit? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Can you tell me, would you meet Mr. Middleton down at the entrance 
or the gate and actually bring him into the White House? Or what was the process 
for him to get into the White House? 

Answer. No, he would come up to our office. 

Question. So you would not actually go down to the door, the front door, for in- 
stance? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did people who normally visit the White House or your office have to 
be accompanied by somebody? 

Answer. No. They can enter the White House and come up to our office on their 
own. Only press are escorted within the Old Executive Office Building. 

Question. Is that the same policy for the White House? 

Answer. No, in the White House you need a staff member with you. 

Question. At all times? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. So the fact that Mark Middleton used to work at the White House, that 
didn’t give him any special privileges to be able to walk around freely without being 
accompanied by somebody? 

Answer. In the White House? 

Question. In the Old Executive Office Building. 

Answer. In the Old Executive Office Building people can walk around unaccom- 
panied unless you are a member of the press. 

Question. Okay. And in the White House even Mr. Middleton would have to be 
accompanied by somebody? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. So when I see that the location and the room, and for that I see O and 
100, that would stand for? 

Answer. Room 100 of the Old Executive Office Building. 

Question. And that’s where you’re located? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. The next one, the next visit, is May 19, 1995. There it shows once again 
that you requested it, he’s meeting with Maggie Williams, or at least Williams’ 
name is listed? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And this time there’s a W, a 2EL, slash, WW. What does that stand for? 

Answer. Second floor. West Wing. 

Question. So would that mean that is where the meeting took place? 

Answer. Yes. 
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Question. Do you recall this meeting on this date? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Now, for this instance where he is actually going to the White House, 
would you go down and meet with him and then escort him to this meeting with 
Ms. Williams? 

Answer. Possibly, but not necessarily. It’s also possible that when he entered, 
Debi Schiff, who is in the reception area, can call Maggie up in her office, and she 
can come and get him. 

Question. But somebody would have had to? 

Answer. Somebody, yes. 

Question. Do you know where in the West Wing meetings were held? 

Answer. For Maggie Williams? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. She has a West Wing office as well as an office in the Old Executive Of- 
fice Building. 

Question. So they would normally be held in her office? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. How about meetings with her in the Old Executive Office Building? 
Answer. They would occur either in her office or in our conference room. 

Question. How about in the East Wing? 

Answer. I don’t know — I have never dealt with meetings in the East Wing. 
Question. Let’s see. Let’s turn the page. The next one is May 19, 1995. Again you 
are the requester and Williams is the visitee. Do you recall the circumstance of this 

visit? I’m sorry, are these — I think this is 

Answer. It’s the same one. 

Question. I think this is perhaps out of order. I’m sorry, that’s right. The next 
page. I’m sorry, does not show Middleton, and it is hard to read, but it says Ng 
Lapseng. 

Mr. Lawler. I think we are off on the pages. 

Ms. Safavian. Bates Stamp Number 056855. 

Mr. Lawler. Okay. 

Ms. Safavian. Are we on the right one now? 

Mr. Lawler. Yeah, it’s the right page. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. And this is for a May 19, 1995 visit? 

Answer. I don’t think we can see that. 

Mr. Lawler. We are on the bottom? 

Ms. Safavian. The very last line. 

The Witness. Oh, right. 

Mr. Lawler. I can’t make any name out at all. 

The Witness. We cannot really read it. 

examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. Do you see in the beginning where it says Ng, N-G? 

Mr. Lawler. No. 


examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. At the end, Lapseng, L-A-P-S-E-N-G. 

Mr. Lawler. Ng is the only thing on this copy. 

examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. Ms. Ryan, can you make that out? 

Answer. I can make out Ng, yes. 

Question. First of all, do you know who Ng Lapseng is, also known as Mr. Wu? 
Answer. No. 

Mr. Lawler. If you say that’s what’s on here. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. It is my belief that is the name that is there. I agree with you it is hard 
to read. 

You do not know who this individual is? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Not knowing who this individual is, why would you have requested his 
entrance into the White House? 
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Answer. At someone’s request. I don’t know. I mean, I have down here that he’s 
visiting Maggie Williams, but I don’t remember this. 

Question. This entry and the one prior that we just talked about for Mark Mid- 
dleton show that they are meeting both with Maggie Williams for the same time 
meeting and that they arrived at the same time. And you can take a look at that 
real quick to verify that I am accurate with that. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Would that have been the same meeting with Ms. Williams? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Does that at all refresh your recollection as to the purpose behind this 
meeting? 

Answer. No. I would not — and, no, I don’t know the purpose. There’s one thing 
that I can speculate. As I recognize tbis meeting is at 1:15, which is — there are two 
lunch times at the Mess. One is at noon and one is at 1:15. And as I say, I can 
remember Mark Middleton having lunch at the Mess on occasion on Maggie Wil- 
liams’ account, and this may have been the occasion. 

Mr. McLaughlin. So the answer to that question is based on speculation? 

The Witness. Speculation only on the fact I have cleared them in at 1:15, which 
is one of the two times for lunch at the Mess. If they met with Ms. Williams, I have 
no idea what they met about. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. So you don’t actually recall, once again, actually bringing this individual 
Ng Lapseng to the meeting with Ms. Williams or to the White House Mess? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if Ms. Williams met often with Ng Lapseng? 

Answer. No. 

Question. The next page shows three entries. They all have you as requester, and 
they all have Williams as the person being visited. The dates are June 5, 20 and 
29th, 1995. 

Do you recall the circumstance of any of these visits with Mr. Middleton? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. The next one is a July 21, 1995 visit. Once again you requested him, 
and he’s meeting with Williams. 

Do you recall the circumstance of this visit? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. The next page shows four entries: September 12th, twice on the 15th, 
and once on the 26th. 

Do you recall the circumstance of these visits? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. Do you know why he would be visiting twice on the same day? 

Answer. No. No. 

Question. Can you give any reason why the second time on the 15th was at 8 
p.m.? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Did Ms. Williams often have meetings late into the evening? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Could this have been a function at the White House or 

Mr. Lawler. That would be speculation, and she said she doesn’t know. 

The Witness. Yeah, I don’t know. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. The next page shows a November 25th, 1995 visit. 

Do you recall the circumstances of that visit? 

Answer. No. 

Question. The one after that is November 2nd, 1995. 

Do you recall that visit? 

Answer. No. 

Question. The next one is February 14th, 1996. Once again, you are the requester, 
and it shows that he’s meeting with you. 

Would he have met with you on that date? 

Answer. I don’t remember that, no. 

Question. The next one is September 25th, 1996. Do you recall the circumstances 
of this visit? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. And once again it shows that he’s meeting with you. 
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Mr. Lawler. Well, Jennifer, in all fairness, I think what it shows is, based on 
her testimony, that she would put her name in sometimes if he was coming to the 
office at which she was physically located. 

I don’t think it’s her testimony, nor is it accurate, that the name in the visitee 
column where she appears means necessarily a meeting in the sense of any formal 
substantive contact or agenda. 

The Witness. That is true. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. I understand that just because your name is down there does not mean 
he actually met with you. That is all I’m asking. I just want to know if you recall 
any specific instance where he actually did come to meet with you specifically. 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you recall any time that Mr. Middleton would come and meet with 
Maggie Williams and then meet with anybody else? 

Answer. No. 

Question. September 25th, 1996. Do you recall the circumstance of that visit? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Safavian. I will mark that for the record ER-5. 

[Ryan Deposition Exhibit No. ER-5 was marked for identification.] 

examination by MS. safavian: 

Question. Do you know whether Mr. Middleton ever met with the First Lady? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Would Mr. Middleton contact you often regarding being able to enter 
the Old Executive Office Building or the White House or for any other reason? 

Answer. I think he contacted me occasionally, not often. I would say no. 

Question. Can you tell me what the purpose of those calls were for? 

Answer. The only one I remember specifically is that there was a photo he was 
looking for, and we located it for him, and he came to pick it up at the office. 

Question. Let me pass this to you. This is going to be, again, several telephone 
messages that were taken, that were calls from Mark Middleton or somebody in his 
office. Most of them, if you will flip through them, you will see the messages are 
to you. The first one, however, which is EOF 059041, who is that? I can’t read — 
I don’t know who that is addressed to. 

Answer. That’s to Marge Tarmey. 

Question. And then the other ones, I believe, are each addressed to you; is that 
correct? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. We will just go through these quickly. The first, which is not to you, 
but it shows Middleton calling to make — he is asking for lunch reservations for 
seven be made under Maggie’s name. 

Is this something then that you would have taken care of even though this is not 
addressed to you? 

Answer. Either myself or Marge Tarmey. 

Question. I’m sorry, who is Marge Tarmey? 

Answer. She was the assistant to the chief of staff at the time. 

Question. So you don’t specifically recall setting up this reservation for Mr. Mid- 
dleton? 

Answer. No. 

Question. The next one, the message is dated 6/7/95. The message says, Monday, 
Mess, two people, 12 or 1:30. Do you recall arranging this reservation for Mr. Mid- 
dleton? 

Answer. Not specifically, no. 

Question. The next one is dated 10/4/95. He is once again asking for Mess reserva- 
tions for four people in this instance. 

Do you recall this reservation? 

Answer. I don’t recall it specifically, no. 

Question. The next one is dated 7/20/95. It says, 12 for three people. I’m guessing 
that would be a 12 noon reservation for three people? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And it looks like they are listing the names. Those numbers next to the 
names, would those be birthdates? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And those are necessary for what? 

Answer. To clear people into the building. 

Question. Do you recall making this reservation for Mr. Middleton? 
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Answer. I don’t. 

Question. And the last one is dated 1/17/96. Once again he is asking for reserva- 
tions in the Mess for four people. 

Do you recall making this reservation for him? 

Answer. I don’t, no. 

Question. Now, we spoke earlier about mess reservations and Mark Middleton, 
and you told me that on at least one occasion he called and asked for reservations 
to be made under Maggie Williams’ name, and she did not attend. 

Answer. Right. 

Question. Do you think that for these other times when he called — first of all, do 
you think for these other times he called you would have made these reservations? 

Answer. It’s possible. 

Question. Every time he would call, what was the process you would go through 
to see if you could get him these reservations? 

Answer. I would ask Maggie, and if she said yes, then I would contact the Mess. 

Question. What was Maggie’s usually response when you asked her or told her 
Mark Middleton was asking for reservations? 

Answer. Usually yes. 

Question. Usually it was yes? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you know if Ms. Williams would have attended each of these? 

Answer. No, I don’t think she did. 

Question. Did you ever meet any of the guests that he brought with them? 

Answer. Not that I remember. 

Question. Was anyone ever concerned that Mark Middleton was using the White 
House Mess too often? 

Answer. Not that I know of. 

Question. And once again you mentioned who would pay for using the Mess. Mid- 
dleton would have had to pay for his use of the White House Mess; is that correct? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And once again he would have received a bill you believe? 

Mr. McLaughlin. We have already been over this, counsel. This has been asked 
and answered. 

The Witness. Maggie received the bill, and then she is reimbursed. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. And this would apply to Mr. Middleton also? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Were you the sole person who took care of White House Mess reserva- 
tions? 

Answer. No. I took care of Maggie’s reservations. 

Question. So you would most often be in contact with Middleton because he would 
usually call to have them made under Williams’ name? 

Answer. That would be why he was calling me, yes. 

Question. Debbie Both? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. You mentioned her earlier. Would she also have taken care of any res- 
ervations for Middleton? 

Answer. It’s possible. 

Question. Do you know who Lynn Cutler is? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who is she? 

Answer. She works in the Office of Intergovernmental Affairs at the White House. 

Question. There’s another telephone message slip that I am showing you. This one 
is dated — oh. I’m sorry, I think that’s the wrong one. 

Would Maggie Williams meet with Lynn Cutler often? 

Answer. I think she knew Lynn Cutler. I don’t remember how often they met or 
if they met. 

Question. Would you have any reason for Maggie Williams, Mark Middleton and 
Lynn Cutler to have a meeting together? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Do you know who Yusuf Khapra is? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who is he? 

Answer. I believe he used to work for Erskine Bowles when Erskine Bowles was 
deputy chief of staff. 

Question. Would he often contact your office on behalf of Mark Middleton? 
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Answer. I don’t remember. I don’t know. 

Question. If you will take a look at that for me. This is another telephone message 
slip. It looks like it’s addressed to you; is that correct? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And the caller was Yusuf Khapra; is that correct? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And the message says Mark Middleton? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you know why he would be calling on behalf of Mark Middleton? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you speak to Mr. Khapra often? 

Answer. Not really, no. 

Ms. Safavian. Why don’t we go ahead and make that exhibit ER-6. 

[Ryan Deposition Exhibit No. ER-6 was marked for identification.] 

Mr. Lawler. Are you making the other one 

Ms. Safavian. Yes. I’m sorry, why don’t we make that one ER-6 and then this 
latest one ER-7. 

[Ryan Deposition Exhibit No. ER-7 was marked for identification.] 

Mr. Lawler. Counsel, just for the record, I have heen looking at the clock. We 
have been going about half an hour now since the break asking Ms. Ryan questions 
that she doesn’t know anything about; or if she knows an 3 d;hing about, she knows 
very little about. She took phone messages as part of her job. 

We are here voluntarily. We want to answer your questions. I am certain — and 
you told me that you want to ask her about Johnny Chung’s March 9 visit. We 
talked about a time deadline. It is 20 minutes of 5:00. We can let the deposition 
go until 6:00. Again, you can do whatever you want, but Ms. Ryan does have infor- 
mation about the Johnny Chung visit that I think would take you some time to go 
through; and to the extent that we waste time this afternoon on questions that she 
doesn’t know anything about, or that I fail to see any relevance to, it will be difficult 
for us to agree to continue this deposition to talk about the stuff she does know 
about. 

So, again, do whatever you want, but I am concerned about the time. 

Ms. Safavian. I understand the time constraint, and I am doing the best I can 
to get through this. However, because I do not know what Ms. Ryan’s knowledge 
is, I do have to ask. And I understand that you say she doesn’t have knowledge 
about these areas, but I don’t know that until I ask. 

Mr. Lawler. Even if she does, I am saying she does have knowledge about John- 
ny Chung, and her name has been brought up in a way completely false. News re- 
ports about her and Johnny Chung are false. The story about Johnny Chung last 
night, the quotes attributed to her are false. She wants an opportunity to put on 
the record that those things were false. They are directly relevant, it seems to me, 
to your investigation. It was certainly something she was asked about in the Senate 
investigation. 

All I’m saying is she knows about that. It is an important point to set the record 
straight on, and I suggest since we are here, you might want to do that, make sure 
we get that on the record, and then continue on with some of these other ancillary 
issues, if you will. It’s just a timing thing. 

Ms. Safavian. I understand what you are saying, and I appreciate that. 

examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. Before we get to Johnny Chung, I want to ask you about Charlie Trie. 
Do you know who he is? 

Answer. I know of him through news accounts. 

Question. Only through news accounts? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you ever meet him? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if Charlie Trie ever visited with Ms. Williams? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if Charlie Trie ever had any business in the White House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Let me show you another telephone message. Can you tell me who it 
is addressed to, because I’m not sure I can read that name? 

Answer. Melanne, M-E-L-A-N-N-E. 

Question. And who is she? 

Answer. She was the deputy chief of staff at the time. 

Question. For the First Lady? 
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Answer. Yes. 

Question. As you can see, this says Charlie Trie called, that he had spoken with 
HRC, Hillary Rodham Clinton, in Little Rock about going to Beijing. Wants to know 
if he can go with her. 

Do you know what Beijing trip that this is referencing to? 

Mr. Lawler. She has testified she doesn’t know anything about Charlie Trie other 
than news reports. This document is not addressed to her. 

Ms. Safavian. But I am asking about the Beijing trip for the First Lady. 

Mr. Lawler. You could have asked her that separately from the document than 
to try — well, do it however you want. It just doesn’t seem, particularly tied to her 
previous answers and in general, the Beijing trip doesn’t seem of any relevance 
since it’s so broad. 

The Witness. I would only say Mrs. Clinton went to Beijing at around this time, 
so that must be what it refers to. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Were you at all involved in the arrangements for Mrs. Clinton going on 
this Beijing trip? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Was Ms. Williams? 

Answer. Possibly. I was not aware of her involvement. 

Question. Do you know whether Charlie Trie attended this trip with her? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Do you know whether Johnny Chung attended this trip with the First 
Lady to Beijing? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Ms. Safavian. Let’s make this Exhibit Number ER-8. 

[Ryan Deposition Exhibit No. ER-8 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Moving on to Johnny Chung. Obviously, you know who Mr. Chung is? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Can you tell me when you first met Mr. Chung? 

Answer. I don’t remember my first meeting with him. 

Question. Do you recall when it was? 

Answer. No, not specifically, I really don’t. 

Question. Do you recall how you met him? 

Answer. I recall meeting him at some point in the Old Executive Office Building, 
stopping by our office, but I don’t remember when it was. 

Question. Did somebody introduce you to him, or did he just kind of introduce 
himself to you? 

Answer. I believe he introduced himself. 

Question. After you met him, did you inquire with anybody else in the office as 
to who he was? 

Answer. At some point I remember finding out who he was. I don’t remember how 
that came about or what the instance was. 

Question. And what did you find out about him? 

Answer. That he was a trustee of the DNC. 

Question. Was that all that you heard about him? 

Answer. That he was from Los Angeles and ran a fax business from out there. 

Question. Do you know who told you all this about him? 

Answer. I think Maggie Williams, but I don’t remember specifically. 

Question. Were you aware he was a large contributor to the DNC? 

Answer. I became aware of that. 

Question. Would Johnny Chung visit the First Lady’s office often? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Could you say how many times? 

Answer. He visited Washington, and I would say any time he was visiting Wash- 
ington, he would stop by. I don’t know what the frequency was or exactly how many 
times it was. 

Question. Did it seem to be every time he was in Washington he would stop by? 

Answer. That was my impression. 

Question. And what gave you that impression? 

Answer. It was just the way he was. I had the impression that if he were in town, 
he would definitely take the opportunity to stop by. 

Question. Was there any reason to him stopping by? 
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Answer. It was my impression that he thought that he was friendly with people 
in our office, and it was definitely my impression that he thought rather highly of 
Mrs. Clinton and was a fan of hers, so to speak. So it seemed he liked to come hy 
the office, and any sort of association he could have he enjoyed. That was my im- 
pression. 

Question. Who did he normally meet with when he would stop hy? 

Answer. He didn’t have meetings in the office. He would stop by and generally 
say hello, and I sat in that main reception area, so he generally would talk to me. 

Question. Would he then move on and speak with other people, or can you just 
tell me a little about some of his visits, what he would do? 

Answer. His visits consisted of him talking. That was about it. He would stop by 
and he would talk and talk, and that was about it. 

Question. What would he talk about? 

Answer. He would talk about himself, his business, his travels, any events he had 
been to recently. He, on a couple of occasions, requested tours of the White House. 

Question. On a couple of occasions? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who would he make that request to? 

Answer. Either myself or the Visitors Office directly. 

Question. And when he made the request to you, what did you do about them? 

Answer. Contacted the Visitors Office. 

Question. Was that as far as you went with his request? 

Answer. It generally is not a problem to set up tours. It’s a relatively easy thing 
to set up. So I would try to check with them as to the availability and then see what 
we could do. 

Question. How many times do you recall that he asked for a tour to the White 
House? 

Answer. At least twice, maybe more than that. 

Question. Did he have other people with him that he wanted to be on the tour? 

Answer. Yes, usually. 

Question. Large groups of people? 

Answer. No. The largest group I remember is the group he brought in March of 
’ 95 . 

Question. When he asked you for a tour, you would just contact 

Answer. The Visitors Office. 

Question. The Visitors Offers. And they would take care of it from there? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did Mr. Chung usually call before he would stop by? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And who would he contact when he would call? 

Answer. Me usually. 

Question. And what would he say to you? 

Answer. That he was in Washington, he would love — he generally would say, I 
would love to stop by and say hello. And then when — I think when I resisted more, 
he started calling from the lobby to be cleared in. 

Question. From the lobby of where? 

Answer. Of the Old Executive Office Building. 

Question. And what do you mean you started resisting? 

Answer. I think it became more apparent to him that I would say we were busy 
and we didn’t have the time, or I think actually maybe a couple of times he would 
call and I either wasn’t there or didn’t take the call. So I think he then figured out 
if he was standing in the lobby, he could pretty much insist on why couldn’t some- 
one clear him in. 

Question. And would somebody normally clear him in? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And how often would he just show up in the lobby and ask for clear- 
ance? 

Answer. That was something I think — it seemed to be a pattern he developed 
later. Initially he would call from his office or from his car. But I remember several 
occasions where he would call and say I’m in the lobby. 

Question. And once again, did he give you any reason for wanting to stop by? 

Answer. It was to visit the office and to say hello and I’m in town. He thought 
of himself as a good friend of — you know — I think he thought that, you know, we 
were excited to see him the way he was excited to see us. That was my impression. 

Question. Was that the case? Were you excited to see him? 

Answer. No, not necessarily, no. 

Question. Why do you say not necessarily? 
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Answer. I think, you know, at first I didn’t really know who he was. He’s perfectly 
nice, he really is. He’s fine. But he just has a tendency to talk a lot and to linger, 
and my desk being where it was situated, it was difficult to get work done if some- 
one’s standing and talking to you for an extended period of time. 

Question. How long would he normally stay and talk? 

Answer. It depended and it varied. I’d say probably the longest would be close to 
25 to 30 minutes. 

Question. And would he spend most of that time with you just talking? 

Answer. Yeah. I was really the only person that he could get to, because I was 
in the reception area. 

Question. So in the beginning I guess you didn’t have a problem with Mr. Chung? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did he at some point become a nuisance? 

Answer. Yes, I think at some point I found it to be a nuisance, his visits being 
a nuisance. 

Question. And do you recall when you started to feel he was a nuisance? 

Answer. I don’t remember when it was. No. 

Question. Can you just give me a general time frame? Would it have been 1995, 
1996? Before that? 

Answer. I would say 1995 at some point, but I don’t remember when. 

Question. Do you remember was it like towards the end of the year? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. When he would just stop by to chat, did he usually have somebody else 
with him? 

Answer. Occasionally, he did. 

Question. Do you recall who any of those people were? 

Answer. Usually, they were somebody who worked with him, an assistant or 
someone would accompany him. 

Question. Who worked for him? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did Mr. Chung attend any luncheons with the First Lady? 

Answer. Not that I know of. 

Question. And once again you told me you did not prepare the list of attendees 
for the First Lady’s lunch. 

Do you know if Mr. Chung was invited to a lunch, how he would have been in- 
vited? 

Answer. No. 

Question. You mentioned earlier that he felt that he was a friend of the First 
Lady’s? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you happen to know what the First Lady thought of him? 

Answer. No, I don’t know. 

Question. Did Maggie Williams ever comment to you at any time about Mr. 
Chung? 

Answer. I’m sure — I don’t remember specifically. I remember I knew about Mr. 
Chung from Maggie Williams, so — I mean, I knew of him through her. 

Question. Did Maggie Williams and you ever talk about the fact that he’s stopping 
by too often, I can’t get my work done, what am I supposed to do? Did you ever 
have any of those type of conversations with Ms. Williams? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And what was her response? 

Answer. Her response was, you know, he was harmless, it seemed to please him, 
so you know, what was the harm. We might as well just put up with him. 

Question. So Ms. Williams never felt like you should put a stop to him stopping 
by and chatting? 

Answer. No, no. 

Question. So she didn’t have any problem with him coming up as often as he did? 

Mr. Lawler. My problem is characterizing how Ms. Williams felt about him. Her 
testimony is what she said. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. That’s fine. But Ms. Williams never said, okay, don’t stop sending him 
up, you can tell him, no? 

Answer. She never said that, no. 

Question. Did the DNC ever contact you or anybody else in the First Lady’s office 
regarding Johnny Chung and any special request on his behalf or ask you to help 
him out with any favors? 
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Answer. Not that I know of, no. 

Question. No one at the DNC ever contacted you? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Why don’t we talk about the March 8, 1995, meeting with Johnny 
Chung. Do you recall meeting with him on that date? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you recall him asking you whether he could get a five-member dele- 
gation of executives from the China Chamber of Commerce to have lunch in the 
White House Mess? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you recall him asking for a meeting with the First Lady? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. What else did he ask for? 

Answer. A tour of the White House and to have he and his guests admitted to 
the radio address that Saturday. 

Question. How did Mr. Chung ask these requests of you? 

Answer. He stopped by the office and he asked to speak with me and he said he 
had these men visiting from China, and that he would like to see if he could get 
them a tour of the White House, to the White House Mess, if he could get them 
into the President’s radio address and if he could get a photo with Mrs. Clinton. 

Question. And what was your response to those requests? 

Answer. I said we would check and see. But he had also mentioned at the time 
that he was donating money to the DNC. 

Question. If you could, let’s try and backtrack a little bit here. Did Mr. Chung call 
you on his way over that day? 

Answer. No. 

Question. How did he get to your office that day? 

Answer. He showed up. 

Question. Do you know who let him in? 

Answer. Only because I’ve seen WAVE records and the Senate deposition, I be- 
lieve they show that Brian Bailey waved him in. 

Question. And who was that? 

Answer. He worked for Erskin Bowles, who was Deputy Chief of Staff at the time. 

Question. Let’s just take a quick look at that. 

I’m handing you WAVE records from March of 1995, showing Johnny Chung 
being waved into the White House. 

It shows — did you say the name was Bailey that you mentioned earlier? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And it shows the room was 174. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Where is that? 

Answer. That’s in the Old Executive Office Building down the hall. 

Question. Who does Bailey work for? 

Answer. At the time he worked for Erskin Bowles who was then the Deputy Chief 
of Staff. 

Question. Do you know why Johnny Chung would have met with Bailey? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Have you ever spoken to Bailey about Johnny Chung? 

Answer. No. 

Question. So Mr. Chung just appeared in the reception area of your office? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And you were not aware that he was there that day? 

Answer. No. 

Question. He then asked you to help him out with these requests for his business 
associates? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. When did he mention to you that he was donating money? 

Answer. When he was asking me for these requests. For the tour, the lunch, at 
the same time. 

Question. I’m just trying to get an idea of the sequence of the conversation that 
you had with him. I know you can’t, of course, recall the exact words that were 
used. 

Answer. I don’t remember the sequence. I don’t remember whether he mentioned 
it first or second in terms of the requests and the donation or vice versa. 

Question. What did he tell you about the fact that he was going to make a dona- 
tion? 
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Answer. He said he was in town, he was here in Washington, he often mentioned 
that, too, when he would stop by, and said while I’m here. I’m donating money to 
the DNC. 

Question. And that was what he said to you on this visit? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did he tell you how much he was donating to the DNC? 

Answer. At some point I became aware of the $50,000 amount. I don’t remember 
when that was. I don’t know if it was at this time or if it was the next day when 
he actually came. I don’t know when. But I did know at some point $50,000. 

Question. And you knew that from Mr. Chung himself? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. You are aware that Mr. Chung has — there’s been an account of this day 
in the Los Angeles Times as well as other newspaper articles. There was also an 
interview with Mr. Chung with Tom Brokaw just last night on NBC Nightly News 
and Dateline. Are you aware that Mr. Chung relates the account that he asked for 
these requests and he had asked if you could help in any way and after meeting 
with Maggie Williams, you came back and said, well, yes, the First Lady could use 
some help paying off an $80,000 Christmas party bill that she owes the DNC. Are 
you aware of that account? 

Answer. I’m aware that that is his account, yes. 

Question. Did you talk to Maggie Williams about Mr. Chung’s request? 

Answer. Yes, I did. 

Question. When did you speak with her? 

Mr. Lawler. Can you just ask her if that account is true? 

Ms. Safavian. I will. My first question is, is she aware of it, and she is aware 
of it. 

Mr. Lawler. Yes. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. So you did meet with Ms. Williams? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And when was that? 

Answer. Right after I spoke with Mr. Chung, I went to speak to Maggie Williams. 

Question. Was Mr. Chung still there, still in the reception area when you spoke 
with Ms. Williams? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. What did you tell Ms. Williams? 

Answer. I said that Johnny Chung was here and he had some businessmen from 
China here and he was hoping to get the tour, the radio address, the Mess and the 
photo with Mrs. Clinton, and he was also going to be donating money to the DNC 
while he was here. 

Question. You told Ms. Williams as you were telling her what he wanted, you told 
her at that time that he was going to donate money to the DNC? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you give her an amount? 

Answer. I don’t remember giving her an amount. So I don’t think I knew it at 
that point, but it’s possible that I did. I don’t remember. 

Question. What was Ms. Williams’ response? 

Answer. Her response was we would see — you know, we’d see if we could set those 
things up for him and that it was helpful to know about his donation because then 
maybe that would enable the DNC to pay off some of their debts. 

Question. What do you mean by their debts? 

Answer. Some of the DNC’s debts to the White House. 

Question. The DNC’s debts to the White House? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did the First Lady owe any — did she have any debts with the DNC? 

Answer. No. It was my understanding that the DNC owed the White House 
money. 

Question. Was that for a Christmas party, as Mr. Chung has mentioned in his 
account? 

Answer. I didn’t know what it was for. 

Question. Did Ms. Williams ever tell you or suggest to you an amount of money 
that Mr. Chung could donate or could contribute? 

Answer. No, she never did. 

Question. Do you have any idea where Mr. Chung has come up with you sug- 
gesting $80,000 to help pay off a Christmas party for the First Lady? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 
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Question. Did you ever mention a bill of $80,000 to the DNC to Mr. Chung? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever mention any debts that the DNC owed to Mr. Chung? 

Answer. Not that I remember, no. 

Question. After you spoke with Ms. Williams, what did you do next? 

Answer. I went out to Mr. Chung and I told him we were going to try to set up 
what we could, set up of his requests, and he was going to contact me later that 
day. 

Question. What did he say in response to that? 

Answer. He was very pleased. He was excited at the prospect of being able to get 
at least some, a couple — some of these things done. And he said he hoped that 
Maggie got credit for his donation. 

Question. What did he mean by that? 

Answer. I don’t know. I have no idea what he meant some of the time, but I don’t 
know what he meant at that time, either. 

Question. When did he mention that to you, that he hopes Maggie gets ac- 
count — 

Mr. Lawler. Credit. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. I’m sorry, credit for his donation? 

Answer. I can’t remember if that’s verbatim or how he said it, but it was some- 
thing along those lines, like I hope Maggie gets this credit for this donation, and 
it was more a statement, but I remember that’s what he was saying as he left. 

Question. When Ms. Williams had mentioned that she seemed pleased to you that 
Mr. Chung mentioned he was going to donate to the DNC, do you have any idea 
how she knew that perhaps that donation would go to pay off some debts? 

Answer. Oh, I don’t know. It was more — I don’t remember exactly what she said, 
but it was something along the lines of that’s helpful to know, that they’re getting 
this donation, mayhe it will help with some of the debts that they owe the White 
House. That’s the general gist of what I got from her. I don’t know. 

Question. Did Mr. Chung ever tell you about these guests that he wanted to bring 
with him? 

Answer. He had told me that they were businessmen visiting from China. 

Question. Did he ever tell you who they were? Specifically by name? 

Answer. He may have. I don’t remember that. 

Question. Did he happen to give you their business cards? 

Answer. Not on that day, no, he did not. 

Question. Did he give you their business cards on another day? 

Answer. The next day when they arrived, they, themselves, handed me business 
cards. 

Question. But Mr. Chung never gave you their business cards? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you inquire with him as to who are these people that you want to 
bring to meet with the First Lady? 

Answer. No, I just knew that they were businessmen visiting from China. 

Question. Was it something that is normally done when people want to bring indi- 
viduals or guests to meet with the First Lady, do you normally have to know who 
these individuals are and is there usually a security clearance? What’s the process 
generally to meet with the First Lady? 

Answer. Well, when I would clear them in, I would need their passport numbers, 
if they were from another country, and that would go through the WAVE system, 
so that would be the security check for them. 

Question. And that was all that you would have to do? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. For instance, with these businessmen, you did eventually get their pass- 
port numbers? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Mr. Chung left on the 8th? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. You told him you would look into his requests? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And that he was supposed to call you later that day? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did he contact you later that day? 
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Answer. Yes. I don’t remember it specifically, but he must have, because we did 
set everything up. I did communicate to him. I don’t remember my conversation 
with him. 

Question. Can you tell me — when did you know that this was all set up? Was it 
later that day? 

Answer. I contacted the Visitors Office about the tour. I contacted the Mess about 
the lunch, and I don’t know how Maggie Williams handled the photo, setting up the 
photo with Mrs. Clinton. And the radio address, I don’t remember how that was 
handled. 

Question. So by the end of that day, March 8, the day that he requested these 
favors, if we want to call them that, by the end of that day, each one with the excep- 
tion of the radio address, because you said you don’t know about that, the White 
House Mess, the tour, the photo with the First Lady, each one of those were sched- 
uled, they were set? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And you had notified him by the end of that day? 

Answer. Yes. I don’t remember specifically talking to him later that day, but as 
I said, it was set up so it’s probable that I spoke with him that day. 

Question. Do you recall Mr. Chung returning on March 9, the next day? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And were you aware that he was returning on that day? 

Answer. Returning? 

Question. I’m sorry, that he was arriving on March 9? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. This was not a surprise visit? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Tell me a little bit about that visit. 

Answer. I remember when he and his guests came to the White House, I escorted 
them over to the White House Mess for their lunch and I can’t remember how it 
worked, although the WAVE records have helped me in the sequence, and I believe 
what then happened is Ann McCoy from the Visitors Office took them on their tour 
following lunch. I believe they then left the White House because they returned 
later that day and I only know this from these WAVE records. 

Question. And we can take a look at that right now. They do show that there are 
two entries for March 9? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. An your name is listed for both of those. So you would have entered 
this into the computer for both times? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And do you know why he would have left and come back? 

Answer. I believe, this is based on how I’ve seen these WAVE records. I have a 
recollection of when they returned that they were late — I remember that they were 
late in coming to the White House when they came to have their photo with Mrs. 
Clinton. 

Question. How late were they? 

Answer. I just remember in my mind thinking to myself, where are they, because 
I remember the photo had been set up and so I remember when they arrived, I went 
to go meet them at the entries of the OEOB so we could go directly over to the 
White House. 

Question. So they arrived in the reception area, Mr. Chung and the delegation, 
and you then escorted them to the White House Mess? 

Answer. That’s my memory, yes. 

Question. And they had lunch there. And then is it your 

Answer. I don’t have a real memory past that. I’m guessing, because I don’t re- 
member escorting them out of the Mess and I don’t remember them again until they 
came to the OEOB Pennsylvania Avenue entrance later that day. I would imagine 
that Ann McCoy had done taking them on their tour directly after the Mess. 

Question. And then the next time you saw them was when they were entering the 
Old Executive Office Building again? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And you then escorted them to the First Lady’s office for the photo? 

Answer. Actually, to the Map Room on the ground floor of the White House. 

Question. When Mr. Chung arrived on that day, it is his account of the story that 
he handed you an unsealed envelope, is that true? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did he hand an envelope to Maggie Williams? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. So Ms. Williams did meet with him that day? 
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Answer. I believe it was after the photo. I remember that Mr. Chung was insist- 
ent that he wanted to hand this envelope directly to Maggie Williams. I remember 
he really wanted to see her and hand the envelope to her. I think it was after the 
photo that we went back to the office since they had been late arriving for the photo, 
and I remember telling Maggie that he was there and that he wanted to hand her 
this envelope. 

Question. This is returning after the photo shoot to the Old Executive Office 
Building, returning there? 

Answer. Yes, returning. 

Question. Did he return with the delegation or was it just Johnny Chung? 

Answer. With the delegation. 

Question. And that is when you contacted Ms. Williams that he was there and 
that he wanted to speak with her? 

Answer. That’s my memory, yes. 

Question. And so what happened next? 

Answer. I remember relaying that to her and she looked up at me and she looked 
a little bit confused at why he wanted to do this or why he was doing this, but then 
she just, okay, fine, let’s just get it over with or whatever. 

Question. And what did she think she wanted to do? What was she confused 
about? 

Answer. Why he was delivering a donation to the DNC through her. 

Question. So you had told her that he wanted to hand this check personally to 
her? 

Answer. Yes. I mean, I had never seen the check, I knew he had an envelope and 
he said it was his contribution and that he wanted to — he wanted to deliver it to 
her to deliver to the DNC. He was rather insistent. So I explained that to her and 
she seemed a little confused by that, but then she just said, okay, fine, whatever, 
let’s just deal with him. 

Question. So you never actually looked at the check? 

Answer. No. 

Question. But he told you that I have a check in my hand and I want to give it 
to Maggie Williams? 

Answer. He — I don’t know at some point implied — he had an envelope that he 
wanted to give to her and he referred to it as the conclusion. 

Question. So you told Ms. Williams about that and she seemed confused at why 
he wanted to do it that way, but she still went to meet with him? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. What happened next? 

Answer. As I remember, she said fine, so I went and got Mr. Chung, he came in 
to her office in the Old Executive Office Building, I walked in with him and he 
handed her the envelope. I remember it being very, very brief and then he left. 

Question. Did he say anything to her? 

Answer. I don’t remember standing near them. I think I stood by the door and 
she was over by her desk and I believe he just walked over and gave her the check, 
or the envelope, and — I don’t remember hearing anything between the two of them. 
I don’t know. 

Question. How long do you think this meeting lasted? 

Answer. Oh, it was like a minute, maybe 2 minutes. 

Question. And then what did Mr. Chung do? 

Answer. Then he left. 

Question. And his delegation left with him? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Had Mr. Chung mentioned any time prior to this that he had a donation 
he wanted to give to Maggie Williams? 

Answer. I remember at some point hearing from him that that’s what he wanted 
to do. I don’t remember when. I remember immediately prior standing with him and 
he was insisting that that’s what he wanted to do. I can’t remember if he had men- 
tioned it to me before that as well or not. 

Question. Do you know if Mr. Chung tried or wanted to give this donation to the 
First Lady? 

Answer. I don’t know that he did, no. 

Question. After Mr. Chung left, did Maggie Williams do anything with the check, 
with the envelope? 

Answer. Not that I know of, no. 

Question. Did she say anything to you about it? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Nothing further was mentioned about it? 

Answer. No. 
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Mr. Lawler. Evan had to leave. Her brother was playing in a big east tour- 
nament in New York, so she left. 

The Witness. I left immediately after Mr. Chung left. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. And what time do you think that was? 

Answer. Somewhere in the area of 3 o’clock or so, somewhere in that vicinity I 
just remember part of the reason why I remember him being late is I was conscious 
of the fact that I had to leave and I had to leave by a certain time, so I remember 
being very conscious of the time, and I remember leaving almost immediately after 
he did. 

Question. Do you know how much time he spent with the First Lady, taking these 
photos? 

Answer. Just a couple of minutes. 

Question. Did you stay with him the whole time? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And it was just a couple of minutes? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Can you tell me what happened there? 

Answer. I remember we got to the Map Room and she showed up a few minutes 
later, walked in, and shook everyone’s hand as we saw in the photos and then took 
a group photo and then she left. 

Question. Do you recall the First Lady saying to Mr. Chung as she entered the 
room, “It’s good to see you again, my old friend,” or anything like that? 

Answer. She did not say anything regarding — I know he has said that she said 
“Welcome, my good friend.” She did not say that. 

Question. She did not say that, you know that for sure? 

Answer. Yes, I would remember that and that’s not at all what she would say. 
I remember a general greeting like, hello. 

Question. She knew who he was? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. So she immediately greeted him, went right to him? 

Answer. I think so. 

Question. Then, did he introduce her to the delegation? 

Answer. I just remember she went and shook everyone’s hand. 

Question. And the photos were taken? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did anything else occur? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And then the First Lady left the room? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And then you brought them back to the Old Executive Office Building? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And the reason you brought them back to the Old Executive Office 
Building, is that because Mr. Chung insisted on meeting with Maggie Williams? 

Answer. Probably, yes. There would have been no other reason. 

Question. You mentioned that the First Lady knew Mr. Chung and greeted him 
by name. 

Mr. Lawler. She said hello. 

The Witness. Yes, I don’t remember if she greeted him by name. She recognized 
him. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. She recognized him. 

Do you know what relationship Mr. Chung has with the First Lady? 

Answer. I don’t know. I know Mr. Chung talks about meeting Mrs. Clinton in Lit- 
tle Rock and I know he credits her for inspiring him in his business and inspiring 
him, so to speak. So I think that was the basis of his fondness for her. But that’s 
only from Mr. Chung that I know that. 

Question. Do you know if they had met numerous times, I mean other times be- 
sides Little Rock and then this one photo opportunity? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Did Mr. Chung ever comment to you on having just visited the First 
Lady or going to see the First Lady or any of his contacts with the First Lady? 

Answer. No. He mentioned attending Democratic party events, but he didn’t men- 
tion Mrs. Clinton specifically. 
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Question. Do you know whether or not the First Lady was aware of the contrihu- 
tion that Chung had later that day given to Maggie Williams? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Mr. Lawler. I think to set the record straight, Chung has stated in media ac- 
counts that Evan said she did know, that the First Lady did know about the ac- 
count. Again, just to close the loop, I think out of fairness you might ask that and 
then ask if it’s true. 

Ms. Safavian. I was about to. 

Mr. Lawler. Again, I know it’s hard to keep track, before when we asked whether 
Chung — you said whether Evan was aware of Chung’s version of whether Evan then 
solicited $80,000 and I asked you to ask if it was true and you said you were going 
to get to it and you haven’t. Again, that’s something that’s not true. Just to keep 
the record straight. 

Ms. Safavian. I believe we did go through each of those accounts. You have given 
me your version of what happened and you claim that Chung’s version is not accu- 
rate; is that correct? 

Mr. Lawler. She’s testified it’s not true. 

Ms. Safavian. We’ve gone through that. 

Mr. Lawler. But for clarity of the record, I think if there’s a media account and 
his version is false, to put on the record what his version is categorically for her 
to say, she answered the question, obviously, but the answer is that it’s not true. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Is there any reason not to ask the witness that question? 

Ms. Safavian. I think we’ve already covered that. 

Mr. Lawler. I know we did because I asked you to. 

Mr. McLaughlin. He’s made a request. It’s a perfectly reasonable small request. 
Why don’t you just ask her on the record if Chung’s account is true as to those mat- 
ters. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Ms. Ryan, I believe I did ask you the question whether the account was 
accurate. I will give you this opportunity to say what you would like to about that. 
Answer. Which part are we talking about? 

Question. They’re talking about the news accounts. 

Mr. Lawler. Whether it is true that you ever solicited $80,000 for a debt for a 
Christmas party from Mr. Chung. 

The Witness. I never did, no. 

And I think the other point was he says that he asked me whether Mrs. Clinton 
was aware of the donation. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Right. That’s where we were. 

Answer. Right. No. He never asked me and I never responded, so I never re- 
sponded to such a question because he never asked me that. 

Question. So his version, him asking you does the First Lady know about the con- 
tribution and him saying you said, oh, yes, she does. 

Answer. Is not true. 

Question. That’s not accurate? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. You mentioned earlier Mr. Chung also asked you to help get his guests 
admitted to the radio address of the President? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you do anything in response to that? 

Answer. I don’t recall — I don’t recall how that was handled. I don’t recall if I 
called over to the Oval Office operations or if Maggie did. I don’t remember dealing 
with the radio address at all. 

Question. So you’re not aware of how he gained access to the radio address? 

Answer. No. 

Question. This is a memorandum 

Mr. Lawler. You want to mark this as an exhibit? 

Ms. Safavian. We may go back to it. 

Mr. Lawler. And mark it then? 

Ms. Safavian. Yes, I will. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. This is the memorandum from Betty Currie dated, March 28, 1995. Who 
is Betty Currie? 

Answer. She works right outside the President’s Office in the Oval Office. 
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Question. Do you know what her duties are? 

Answer. I’m under the impression she’s an assistant. 

Question. The memo states, Ceandra Scott called. She was concerned about John- 
ny Chung. She stated that we should have called them prior to their coming to the 
radio address. Apparently they were in Maggie’s office when the request came and 
Maggie said she didn’t know, but to contact DNC. 

First of all, who is Ceandra Scott? 

Answer. I don’t know Ceandra Scott. I’ve heard her name before, but I don’t know 
her. 

Question. Do you know what this memo is in reference to? 

Answer. I could speculate. I’ve never seen the memo and I don’t know specifically 
what they’re talking about. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Don’t speculate. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you know whether the DNC was contacted? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Safavian. Why don’t we mark this as an exhibit. We’re on ER-9. 

[Ryan Deposition Exhibit No. ER-9 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Are you aware that, first of all, are you aware that Mr. Chung and his 
delegation attended the Presidential radio address? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Are you aware that after the radio address the President had his pic- 
ture taken with the Chinese delegation? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And how were you aware of that? 

Answer. Because Mr. Chung approached me to obtain those photos. 

Question. Do you recall when he did that? 

Answer. I believe it was late March, early April of ’95. 

Question. Let me show you some more telephone messages. There are three con- 
tained in this. The first two are addressed to you from Johnny Chung, and the third 
one, if you could tell me who that’s addressed to. 

Answer. Marge Tarmey. 

Question. Each one of these are talking about the pictures. The first one ad- 
dressed to you, the date is April 3 of ’95. It says, and the message, “regarding pic- 
tures,” in parentheses, “actually he called for Gina who wasn’t here and then he 
asked for you.” Who’s Gina? 

Answer. Gina was an intern in our office. 

Question. Was this the first time that Mr. Chung contacted you, around this date 
was the first time Mr. Chung contacted you about these photos? 

Answer. I don’t know, because I don’t remember this message specifically, so I 
don’t know. 

Question. Do you recall the next message, which is to you from an Irene over at 
the AISI? 

Answer. Not this particular message. It’s hard for me to recall exact phone mes- 
sages from that time. 

Question. And yet the third one is another one from Irene in Johnny Chung’s of- 
fice. Each one of these are talking about photos, pictures. Would these have been 
about these photos with the President? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. So Mr. Chung contacted you and what did he ask of you? 

Answer. He asked if I could find the photos for him. 

Question. And what did you say? 

Answer. I said I would check and see, that I would look into it. 

Question. And did you? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And what did you find out? 

Answer. I found out that they were being withheld pending NSC looking into the 
individuals in the photos, to make sure it was okay to release them. 

Question. Did you find out anything else? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you get a date as to when they were going to be released? 

Answer. No. They just told me that the National Security Council was looking 
into who these people were, so they were holding on to the photos until they knew 
it was okay to give it to them. 
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Question. Do you know why the NSC was looking into these individuals? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Safavian. Let me make this an exhibit, these message sheets. This will be 
ER-10. 

[Ryan Deposition Exhibit No. ER-10 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you know if Mr. Chung contacted anybody else, for assistance, with 
getting these photos? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Do you know who Don Fowler is? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who is he? 

Answer. He’s the former Chairman of the DNC. 

Question. Let me just show you this letter which is addressed to Don Fowler from 
Johnny Chung, dated April 5, 1995, and you can quickly go ahead and read that, 
if you will. 

Mr. McLaughlin. I would note for the record Evan Ryan’s name doesn’t appear 
on the document. We haven’t been noting Bates numbers in this deposition, but I’ll 
note that it’s Number DNC 3102463. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Are you finished? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Can you tell me what Mr. Chung is asking of Mr. Fowler? I don’t want 
to read the whole thing. 

Mr. Lawler. Right. Have you ever seen it? 

The Witness. No. 

Mr. Lawler. Then it speaks for itself, right? 

Ms. Safavian. It does. 

Mr. Lawler. Okay. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Did Mr. Chung ever mention to you that he contacted Mr. Fowler for 
his assistance in getting these photos? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did he ever mention any other individuals’ names that he contacted in 
trying to get these photos? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Safavian. Let’s mark this as an exhibit, ER-11. 

[Ryan Deposition Exhibit No. ER-11 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. You mentioned that you were aware that the NSC was doing a back- 
ground check on these individuals? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. After you made that first inquiry into the photos, did you make any fur- 
ther ones? 

Answer. No, not that I remember. 

Question. Did Mr. Chung get in contact with you again about that? 

Answer. Apparently. I mean he called on more than one occasion, but I don’t re- 
member it specifically. 

Question. Do you recall telling Mr. Chung what the status of his photos were? 
Answer. Not specifically, no. 

Question. Did you later learn about what the NSC, what their background check 
into these individuals had come up with? 

Answer. No, I actually never found out what happened with those photos. 

Question. Do you know who Robert Suettinger is? 

Answer. I believe he works for the NSC. 

Question. Are you aware that there was an April 7, 1995, e-mail from him regard- 
ing these individuals in the photo with the President and Johnny Chung? 

Answer. I believe I’ve seen it in another deposition. 

Question. Had you seen it prior to the other deposition? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Were you aware that the NSC considered Chung to be a hustler? 
Answer. No. 
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Question. Are you aware of it now that the memo 

Mr. Lawler. She was shown the memo during the deposition over on the Senate 
side. 

Ms. Safavian. Right. 

Mr. Lawler. And she read it and it says what it says. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Yes. So you are now aware that the NSC considered him a hustler? 

Answer. Yes. 

Mr. Lawler. Well, she’s aware that the memo says what it says, and whether 
that can be fairly said that the NSC as a body considered Johnny Chung anything 
is debatable from my recollection from the terms of the e-mail. 

examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. Ms. Ryan, are you familiar with a charity called Africare? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Are you familiar with Back to Business Committee? 

Answer. I’ve heard of hit. 

Question. And what have you heard about it? 

Answer. I know that they tried to, or maybe they did run advertisements urging 
people get back to the business of government, rather than the focus of Whitewater, 
et cetera. 

Question. Do you know who founded the committee? 

Answer. I believe Lynn Cutler did. 

Question. Do you know whether Maggie Williams suggested to anyone that they 
should contribute to the Back to Business Committee? 

Answer. No, not to my knowledge. 

Question. Do you know if Maggie Williams ever suggested to donors that that was 
the way to support the First Lady? 

Answer. No. Not that I know of. 

Question. Do you know if Maggie Williams ever suggested to Cutler individuals 
she might want to contact to donate to the committee? 

Answer. Not that I was aware of, no. 

Question. Would you happen to know how Lynn Cutler learned of Johnny Chung? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know whether or not Johnny Chung donated to the Back to 
Business Committee? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Did Mr. Chung ever contact you about Lynn Cutler? Did he ever ask 
you anything about her? 

Answer. Not that I remember, no. 

Question. Do you know what the White House data base or WhoDB is? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. What is it? 

Answer. I believe it’s a system set up with people’s names who come to events 
at the White House. 

Question. Is that the only reason that it’s set on, that you know of? 

Answer. That’s my understanding. 

Question. Did you have access to this data base? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you recall when you got access to this? 

Answer. No, I don’t recall when. 

Question. Let me show you this computer service request. Does this refresh your 
recollection as to when you may have received service? 

Answer. Yes, I suppose it would have been late, October ’96. 

Question. Why did you request that the data base be installed on your computer? 

Answer. I didn’t request it. I remember that it was assigned to certain people in 
the office and I was one of the people it was assigned to. 

Question. Do you know any reason why it was assigned to different people in the 
office, including yourself? 

Answer. I believe it was assigned to me because I worked for Maggie and as Chief 
of Staff she would be the person to have access to it, and my recollection is that 
they gave it to me as well because Maggie would be more likely to have, if she had 
any need for it, to go through me than to use it herself. 

Question. Do you know why in October you would have needed the data base to 
be installed on your computer and not prior to this date? 



462 


Answer. I don’t know. As I said, I didn’t request it. I just remember that it was 
assigned to me. 

Question. Did you have a security level for using this data base? 

Answer. I don’t know if it was a requirement or not. There’s certain security clear- 
ances you have to get in order to be a staff member there, but I don’t know if — 
to be logged on to WhoDB, I don’t know if it was necessary to have a certain secu- 
rity level. 

Question. Did you have unlimited access to the data base? 

Answer. I didn’t really use the data base terribly often. I don’t know. I don’t know. 

Question. What would you use it for? 

Answer. I used it to get people’s addresses normally. People in the office knew 
I had it. All the photos with Mrs. Clinton from her travels and at events at the 
White House would come back to our office and so in order to send the photos out, 
we usually, if we couldn’t find people’s address or phone number, it was the easiest 
way to find them. 

Question. And you would usually do that at the request of somebody else? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Was there any one person who would normally ask you to conduct those 
searches? 

Answer. No. Generally a lot of interns in the office tried to — it was part of their 
duties to send the photos out. So if there had been an event at the White House 
and we had the person’s name, we generally had their address and phone number 
in the WhoDB and that would be how I would be able to send the photos out to 
them. 

Question. Would the interns be able to access the data base? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of the purpose for which other people in 
the office would use the data base? 

Answer. No, I don’t know. 

Question. Did you have any discussions with Maggie Williams about the data 
hase? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if Ms. Williams ever used the data base? 

Answer. Not that I know of. I don’t think she did. 

Question. Do you know if the First Lady ever used the data hase? 

Answer. Not that I know of. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of the transfer of data from the data base 
to any other organization or group that wasn’t involved with the White House? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Safavian. If we can just go off the record for a few minutes, I may be close 
to finishing. 

[Off the record.] 

Ms. Safavian. Let me make this computer services request exhibit ER-12. 

[Ryan Deposition Exhibit No. ER-12 was marked for identification.] 

Mr. Lawler. That’s fine. I would note for the record and there’s no disagreement, 
although you have been asking Evan about the WhoDB element of this document, 
it is a computer request submitted by, not by Ryan, not by Evan Ryan but by some 
Van Praagh for a series of computer work, remove IBM hard drive, install 486 hard 
drive, network computer, install U.S. 2000 load. I don’t know what that is. Finally, 
the fifth element is install WhoDB software. 

So just for the context, this looks to be a general request by someone other than 
Evan to update the computer at her desk rather than any specific request on her 
part for access to a specific data base. 

Ms. Safavian. Okay. That’s fine. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Ms. Ryan, we did speak briefly just a little while ago about an e-mail 
from Robert Suettinger and you mentioned that you had seen this before in your 
Senate deposition. I now have that document and I would like to go ahead and put 
that in front of you again so we can discuss it. 

If you would like, please take a moment to read through that. 

Is it your prior testimony that the first time you saw this was in your Senate dep- 
osition? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. As you can see, the second paragraph of the e-mail says, quote, “Having 
recently counseled a young intern from the First Lady’s office who had been offered 
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a dream job by Johnny Chung, I think he should be treated with a pinch of sus- 
picion.” Do you know who the young intern is that is referenced in this e-mail? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who is that? 

Answer. Gina Ratliffe. 

Question. Did you mention her name earlier? 

Answer. I may have. I don’t know. 

Question. In case you hadn’t, who is she? 

Answer. She was an intern in our office at that time. 

Question. And, first of all, how do you know that that is the young intern that 
is referenced here? 

Answer. Because I remember Johnny offering her a job. That’s the only intern 
that I know of that he offered a job. 

Question. Do you know what this dream job was that he offered her? 

Answer. It was the type of job where she would be his assistant in Washington. 
She would be based in Washington. 

Question. And how did you find out that he offered her this job, was it through 
Mr. Chung? 

Answer. Through Gina Ratliffe. 

Question. Through Gina. 

Question. And what did Gina tell you about that? 

Answer. Just that she had been offered this job by Johnny Chung. And that it 
sounded great. She was going to be based out of Washington, and she seemed ex- 
cited about it. 

Question. Did she accept the job? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you know why Mr. Chung would have offered this job to Gina? 

Answer. I think he 

Mr. Lawler. Do you know? 

The Witness. I don’t know. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Did he have a lot of contact with Gina? 

Answer. He would see her in the office and she’s one of the people that would 
answer the phone. In that respect, yes. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Did Johnny Chung ever offer you a job? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did he ever offer anybody else in the office a job? 

Answer. Not to my knowledge. 

Question. The e-mail continues: Quote, “My impression is that he’s a hustler and 
appears to be involved in setting up some kind of consulting operation that will 
thrive by bringing Chinese entrepreneurs into town for exposure to high-level U.S. 
officials, end quote.” 

We talked about this very briefly. When was the first time you learned that the 
NSC considered Johnny Chung a hustler? 

Answer. I believe whenever this came out in the news or when I saw — I don’t re- 
member when I saw this. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Your question assumes the NSC considers Johnny Chung to be 
a hustler. Why don’t we just stick to the text of the e-mail. The document speaks 
for itself. I don’t think it indicates what the NSC does and does not think. 

examination by ms. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Ms. Ryan, do you know if the First Lady’s Office was ever made aware 
of this e-mail? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. So you don’t know if it was ever sent over to the First Lady’s Office? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Real quickly, you mentioned that Gina accepted the job with Johnny 
Chung? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you know for how long she worked for him? 

Answer. No. I believe it was a matter of months, but I don’t know how long. 

Question. Did you keep in contact with her after she left and started working with 
him? 

Answer. Yes, somewhat. 
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Question. Did you ever ask her how her new job was; did she ever tell you any- 
thing about Johnny Chung? 

Answer. She was not happy in her new job. She initially may have been, but even- 
tually was not happy because she wasn’t being paid as she had been promised. 

Question. It was less salary than she was promised? 

Answer. Or I think had not been paid for an extended period of time. 

Question. Did she say anything else to you? 

Answer. She was upset about that, and I think she, you know, therefore was 
going to leave the job. 

Question. Did she leave? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Can you put a time frame on that at all as to how long she was with 
him? 

Answer. Maybe 4 months. I can’t say specifically, but that’s my 

Question. Do you know what she did for him? 

Answer. She was based in Washington. She was in charge of setting up reserva- 
tions at restaurants for dinner — this is what she told me, I don’t know for a fact — 
checking out museum exhibits that might be interesting to the visiting guests. It 
was something along those lines. 

Question. Do you know where she is now? 

Answer. She left Washington, I think, about a year ago, because I remember there 
was a going away party for her, and it was sometime late last summer. 

Question. Do you know how much she was promised for her salary? 

Answer. I don’t know the amount, no. 

Ms. Safavian. I will make the e-mail from Robert Suettinger ER-13. 

[Ryan Deposition Exhibit No. ER-13 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Ms. Ryan, what I would like us to do very quickly, these are WAVE 
records of Johnny Chung. 

Mr. Lawler. There are different than the ones we already looked at? 

Ms. Safavian. Well, no, I gave you ’95? That is another copy. Stick with what 
I have in front of you so we do not get confused. They are separated by ’94, ’95 and 
’96. 

Mr. Lawler. Since we talked about that one, can we mark that as an exhibit? 

Ms. Safavian. Sure, I will just put this one away. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. What I want to do is go very quickly through some of these from the 
times when Johnny Chung was waved into the White House, and I would like to 
know if you happen to know who the names are on the WAVE records; who was 
requesting and who he was meeting with, and, if you happen to know, any of the 
circumstances of the meetings. 

We can start with the first page, which shows 

Mr. McLaughlin. Which EOF page? 

Ms. Safavian. Starting with 008708. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. The date on the first one is February 2nd, 1994. It shows that it was 
requested by somebody named Botwin, B-O-T-W-I-N, and was visiting with someone 
named Foucart, F-O-U-C-A-R-T. 

Do you know who either of those individuals are? 

Answer. I don’t, no. 

Question. The next EOF is 008700, which shows a date of July 22nd, 1994, re- 
quested by and visiting with Anderson. 

Do you know who that is? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. Would you happen to know anything about this meeting? 

Answer. No. 

Question. The next one is EOF 08698, and we have a couple on this page. We can 
start with the first one at the top. It’s August 2nd, 1994 is the date, and the visitor, 
and is requested by somebody named Lewis. 

Do you know who that is? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Question. The next entry is August 4th, 1994, Anderson? 

Answer. No. 
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Question. The next one is August 8, 1994. We show it’s requested by somebody 
named Dickey, and the visitor is POTUS, which is the President of the United 
States. 

Do you know who Dickey is? 

Answer. Robin Dickey. Or at that time it was someone by the name of Helen 
Dickey. They both worked in the social office. 

Question. Do you have any reason to know why Johnny Chung would be meeting 
with the President on the South Lawn on that day? 

Answer. It must have been an event. They only have events on the South Lawn. 
Question. The next one is August 8th, 1994, requested by somebody named Atta, 
A-T-T-A. 

Do you know who that is? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Once again, we have Lewis, and you don’t know who that is? 

Answer. No. 

Question. The next one is August 11th, ’94. Once again that’s Anderson? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And then August 12th, ’94 is Anderson and Lewis, and you don’t know 
who they are? 

Answer. No. 

Question. The next one is EOP 003738. The date is September 20th, 1994. 

Once again it is requested by Lewis, and Lewis is the visitee? 

Answer. No. 

Question. September 21st, ’94. This time it is requested by somebody named Kelly. 
Do you know who that is? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And the visitee is Quinn. 

Do you know who that is? 

Answer. I believe that’s Jack Quinn. 

Question. Do you have any reason to know why Johnny Chung would be meeting 
with Mr. Quinn? 

Answer. No. 

Question. The next date is September 23rd, ’94. 

Once again Lewis is the name? 

Answer. No. 

Question. The next page is EOP 008694. The date is October 5th, ’94. Requested 
and visitee by somebody named Shakow, S-H-A-K-O-W. 

Do you know who that individual is? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And then again at the bottom there’s a date of October 20th, ’94, and 
that’s Anderson again. 

Mr. Lawler. And you still don’t know Anderson. 

The Witness. No. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. No. The next page is EOP 005041. The date is November 1st, 1994. 
Johnny Chung’s appearance was requested, and he was visiting with somebody 
named Eder, E-D-E-R. 

Do you know who that is? 

Answer. No. 

Question. The last entry on that page is November 29th, 1994. The requester was 
somebody named — I’m not sure how to pronounce that — W-O-Z-N-I-A-K. 

Do you know who that is? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And visitee being Mitchell. 

Do you know who that would be? 

Answer. No. 

Question. The last one in ’94 is EOP 005040. We have a date of December 19th, 
1994. It looks like the requester was Dunn. 

Is that what that looks like to you? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you know who that is? 

Answer. Donald Dunn. 

Question. Who is Donald Dunn? 

Answer. I believe he worked in political affairs at the time. 

Question. And the visitee is Lewis? 

Answer. I don’t know. 
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Question. The next one is December. Again we have December 19th, ’94. This time 
the requester is Anderson, and he’s visiting with Anderson? 

Answer. No. 

Question. We have another entry with Dunn on December 27, perhaps, hard to 
read. 

Would you have any reason to know why Dunn would be meeting with Johnny 
Chung? 

Answer. No. 

Question. The next one is December 10th of ’94. 

Do you know who Brown is? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And the last one on that page is December 20th of 1994. The requester 
is Burke. 

Do you know who that is? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you have any reason to know why Johnny Chung would be meeting 
with the President on that day? 

Answer. I don’t, but I see that it’s Christmastime, so I’m guessing it was a Christ- 
mas event. 

Question. Let’s move on to 1995. EOP 005039. Once again on January 11th, ’95, 
the requester and the visitee is Dunn. 

Do you have any reason to know why Dunn would be meeting with Johnny Chung 
on that date? 

Answer. No. 

Question. The next one is January 13th, ’95. It appears that Johnny Chung is 
meeting with Middleton. 

Do you know why he would be meeting with Middleton? 

Answer. No. 

Question. We have a January 30th, ’95, again Dunn. 

Any reason for that visit? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. January 10th, 1995, the requester and the visitee is Frankfurter. 

Do you know who that is? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. Then we have January 12th, ’95, the requester and the visitee is Mid- 
dleton. 

Do you know why he would be meeting with Middleton? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. The next page is EOP 008683. We have a couple entries on this page 
where your name is mentioned. We have already talked about the March 8 and 
March 9. 

Examination by looking at this and seeing the dates that you requested Johnny 
Chung be admitted, do you have any recollection as to why you requested him be 
admitted on these dates besides March 8 and March 9? 

Answer. No. I think I stated before that Johnny Chung would stop by or call to 
be cleared in just to visit and just to talk. I have no specific recollection of a date 
and a specific reason that he stopped by the office. 

Question. Speaking about that, can you tell me, could anybody just stop by in the 
lobby and ask to be waved in? 

Answer. It’s possible, yes. 

Question. And there would be no problem with that? 

Answer. I knew Johnny Chung. I had been made aware of who he was. I had met 
him, so I definitely knew who he was. No one else really does that. If anyone else 
wants to try, but 

Question. At the bottom there is a March 10, ’95 date, and the visitor and the 
requester is Tarmey. 

Who is Tarmey? 

Answer. Marge Tarmey, who was the assistant to the chief of staff at the time. 

Question. Let’s turn to page EOP 005038. The date is March 11th, 1995. This time 
the requester is somebody named Crawford. 

Do you know who that is? 

Answer. I believe that’s Kelly Crawford. 

Question. And who is she? 

Answer. She worked in Oval Office operations. 

Question. Do you know why Johnny Chung would be meeting with the President 
of the United States on that date? 

Answer. I believe that’s the radio address. 
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Question. Oh. The next page is EOF 008680. On May 19, 1996, Shulman has re- 
quested Johnny Chung. 

Who is Shulman? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. The visitee is Matsui. 

Do you know who that is? 

Answer. Doris Matsui. 

Question. Do you have any reason to know why Mr. Chung would be meeting with 
Ms. Matsui? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And there’s another date there with your name. 

Do you know why he would you would have waved him in on May 4, ’95? 

Answer. No. 

Question. The page is EOF 003717. Once again we have three entries. May 3, May 
19 and May 24th, and they all have your name. 

Do you have any recollection as to these visits? 

Answer. No. 

Question. The next page is EOF 003713. We have three entries again, July 10th, 
July 11th and July 21st. Your name is on this. 

Do you recall the circumstances of these visits? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know why he would have visited on the 10th and then the 11th? 
Answer. No. 

Question. The next page is EOF 005035. 

The requester is Widdess? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you know who that is? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who is that? 

Answer. Kim Widdess. 

Question. And who is she? 

Answer. She worked in the Social Office. 

Question. Do you know why Mr. Chung would be meeting with the Fresident of 
the United States on July 11th? 

Answer. All I know is that Kim Widdess’ job was guest lists. She cleared everyone 
in for any events at the White House. 

Mr. Lawler. And again Evan doesn’t know whether he meets with the Fresident. 
Again, it is a fair question, but it is somewhat misleading as well because she 
doesn’t know whether he was meeting with the Fresident or in a room with 500 
other people. 

Ms. Safavian. Sure. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. I’m asking for what you may know. 

Answer. Any time Kim Widdess has cleared someone in, it usually means it is 
an event with a big group of people. That’s her job, and it says “state floor,” so I 
would assume it’s an event on the state floor. 

Mr. Lawler. But my point is the visitee column is not, I don’t think, fairly equiva- 
lent, as far as she knows, and her testimony has also been, equivalent to a meeting 
with, a substantive meeting, with the person there. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. The page is EOF 003710. We have three visits;, looks like two visits on 
September 25th and one on September 26th, and your name is on all those with 
the exception of one time on the 25th when McCoy’s name is mentioned. 

Do you happen to recall any of these, the circumstance of any of these visits? 

Answer. If I cleared him in, and the visitee was Ann McCoy, that meant she 
worked in the Visitors Office, so she was probably giving a tour for him. 

Question. Is that all you recall about those dates? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Let me hand you another telephone message. It’s dated September 27th 
or 29th, it’s hard to read, but it is of 1995, and it is from Johnny Chung. It’s ad- 
dressed to you. The message says he is sending two baskets of flowers, one for 
Maggie, one for you. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did Johnny Chung send you and Maggie Williams flowers? 

Answer. I don’t recall specifically, but he must have. 
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Question. Did he often send you flowers? Did he ever send you flowers? 

Answer. I don’t remember it specifically, but I don’t know. I mean, if he said he 
was, maybe he did. 

Question. Do you know why he would send you flowers? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Safavian. I would like to make this an exhibit, ER dash 14. 

[Ryan Deposition Exhibit No. ER-14 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Turning to the next page, EOF 005032, Johnny Chung, we have dates 
of 10/16 — I’m sorry, October 16, 19, 26th and 28th of 1995. Besides your name, we 
have Philips as a requester for October 26th. 

Who is Philips? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Who is Brown? That’s the requester for October 28th. 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Do you happen to recall the circumstances surrounding the visits on Oc- 
tober 16th or 19th? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Let me hand you another telephone message. This one is dated October 
19th, 1995. I’m sorry, October 20th, the day after one of his visits, which was Octo- 
ber 19th. Once again it states that he is sending flowers to you and Maggie. 

Do you recall him sending flowers on this date? 

Answer. No. No, I don’t. 

Ms. Safavian. Let me mark that as Exhibit ER dash 15. 

[Ryan Deposition Exhibit No. ER-15 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN:. 

Question. And then the last page of ’95 is EOP 003703. The date is December 8th, 

1995. The visitee is McCoy. 

Do you know why he would be there on that day? 

Answer. As I said, Ann McCoy works in the Visitors Office, and I know she had 
given him tours before, so that would be 

Question. Do you know if that’s the date of the Christmas party at the White 
House? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Okay. Then we just have two entries in ’96. EOP 008663, February 9th, 

1996. The visitee is once again you. 

Do you recall the circumstance of this meeting? 

Answer. I don’t, no. 

Question. And then the last one is EOP 005029, and the date of that is June 15th, 
1996. The requester and the visitee is listed as Forster. 

Who is Forster? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Ms. Safavian. I will mark all of these WAVE records as Exhibit ER-16 for all 
3 years. 

[Ryan Deposition Exhibit No. ER-16 was marked for identification.] 

Mr. Lawler. And the part of Exhibit 16 that covers ’95 is the WAVE records we 
talked about earlier in the deposition. 

Ms. Safavian. From March 8 and March 9. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Just to summarize our discussion about Johnny Chung, besides what 
we have already discussed, do you recall any of the topics or discussions with John- 
ny Chung that you may have had? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you recall any discussions you may have had with anybody else in 
the First Lady’s office about Johnny Chung besides the ones we already discussed? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. No. 

Question. Have you had any discussions with anyone else in the First Lady’s office 
since Johnny Chung has given his account of the March 8th and March 9th, 1995 
visits in the news accounts to Tom Brokaw last night? Have you spoken with any- 
body else in the First Lady’s office since that has been made public? 

Answer. No. 

Mr. Lawler. And again, that is on advice of counsel. 

Ms. Safavian. Ms. Ryan, I believe Tm done. At this time Minority counsel prob- 
ably has a few questions to ask you. 
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Mr. McLaughlin. I will try to keep them very brief because I know you are anx- 
ious to get out. 

Mr. Lawler. A sentiment shared by other people in the room. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Shared by me. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. MCLAUGHLIN: 

Question. I will show you a document. Majority counsel doesn’t seem to be particu- 
larly interested in letting you address each of the allegations that Johnny Chung 
has made in the L.A. Times story, so I want to go through it now. 

Do you recognize 

Ms. Safavian. Objection. That is an inaccurate portrayal of the testimony we 
have had here today. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Are you directing the witness not to answer? 

Ms. Safavian. I’m objecting to your portrayal of my questions. 

Mr. McLaughlin. I will actually be happy to respond to your questions in saying 
that I don’t believe that you gave her a fair opportunity to respond to each of the 
allegations in this article. We are now going to go through some of the ones you 
missed. 

And I apologize in advance if I am a little repetitive. We might hit one or two 
things you already addressed. We will try to skip those. 

examination by MR. MCLAUGHLIN: 

Question. Do you recognize what I have just put in front of you? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. What does the document appear to be? 

Answer. It’s an article from the Los Angeles Times, July 27th, 1997. 

Question. And you have seen this article before? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. I’m going to — rather than go through in it in any kind of detail, I’m 
going to skip ahead. If you can turn to the fourth page, the beginning sentence on 
that page is, “And in the First Lady’s office.” The second paragraph reads, “Here 
is Chung’s version of those disputed events.” The first sentence refers to that March 
day, which I believe is Chung’s first visit that has been the subject of our discus- 
sions here. 

Is it your belief that that was March 8th, 1995? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. The first sentence reads, “Chung was greeted by Ryan, who was then 
a staff assistant.” 

To the best of your recollection, is that sentence accurate? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Second sentence: “He showed her the business cards of his Chinese com- 
panions and asked if arrangements could be made for them to eat lunch in the 
White House Mess and meet Hillary Clinton.” 

To the best of your recollection, are all of the elements of that sentence correct? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Which ones are incorrect? 

Answer. He never showed me business cards on that day, and he also asked about 
the radio address and a tour of the White House. 

Question. “Chung also asked if there was anything he could do to help the White 
House.” 

Is that sentence correct? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And how is it incorrect? 

Answer. That day he stated he was making a contribution to the DNC. 

Question. Next paragraph. “Ryan left for about 15 to 20 minutes and returned, 
saying he had spoken with Williams” — “she had spoken with Williams.” 

Is that sentence correct? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Then she said, quote, “Maybe you can help us,” unquote. 

Is that sentence correct? 

Answer. No. 

Question. How is that incorrect? 

Answer. I didn’t say anything about helping us. I mentioned that we were going 
to check and see if we could set up any of the things he was hoping to set up. 

Question. The next paragraph reads, “The aide told Chung that,” quote, “the First 
Lady had some debts with the DNC,” unquote, “from expenses associated with 
White House Christmas parties.” 



470 


Is that sentence correct? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And how is it incorrect? 

Answer. I never discussed expenses and that Christmas with Mr. Chung. 

Question. The next sentence reads, “Chung believes that Ryan mentioned a figure 
of around $80,000.” 

Is that sentence correct? 

Answer. No. 

Question. How is that incorrect? 

Answer. I never mentioned a figure of $80,000. I never mentioned any money. 

Question. Skip the next paragraph because it is a parenthetical not bearing on 
facts. 

Sentence — paragraph following that reads, “Ryan told him, Chung said, that she 
was relaying the request on behalf of Williams, who hoped Chung could,” quote, 
“help the First Lady,” unquote, “defray those costs.” 

Is that sentence correct? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And how is it incorrect? 

Answer. I was not relaying anything on behalf of Maggie Williams regarding de- 
fraying costs for the First Lady. 

Question. We will skip the next paragraph. 

Paragraph after that begins, “After making that commitment, Chung said” — did 
you regard him — is it your belief that he made a commitment to you at that meet- 
ing? 

Answer. No. It was left in terms of we would be talking later that day about set- 
ting up the different requests he had made. 

Question. Okay. The next paragraph begins, “The next morning.” 

Is it your belief the next morning would be March 9, 1995? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. The sentence states, “The next morning, Chung said, he went back to 
the White House and was escorted to Ryan’s desk in the reception area of the First 
Lady’s office.” 

Is that sentence correct? 

Answer. I don’t remember when he came. He came around lunchtime the next 
day, and he and the group came to the office the next day. 

Question. “He said he gave her an unsealed envelope.” 

Is that sentence correct? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And how is it incorrect? 

Answer. He didn’t give me an envelope. Never gave me an envelope. 

Question. The next paragraph reads, “According to Chung, Ryan lifted the flap 
and examined the contents.” 

Is that sentence correct? 

Answer. No. 

Question. How is it incorrect? 

Answer. I didn’t lift the flap, I never had the envelope, and I didn’t examine the 
contents. 

Question. The sentence reads, “Inside was his check and a note to Williams, which 
he recalled said something like: To Maggie — I do my best to help. Johnny Chung,” 
unquote. 

Do you have any knowledge as to whether that sentence is correct or not? 

Answer. No, I don’t know. 

Question. The paragraph begins, “A short time later, Chung said, the chief of staff 
joined them, and Ryan handed the envelope to her.” 

Is that sentence correct? 

Answer. No. 

Question. How is it incorrect? 

Answer. Johnny Chung handed the envelope to Maggie Williams directly himself. 

Question. Next sentence reads, Williams, he said, immediately led him to a pri- 
vate office and called to reserve a table for the Chinese delegation at the White 
House Mess. 

Is that sentence correct? 

Answer. No. 

Question. How is it incorrect? 

Answer. At that point, by the time he handed the envelope to Ms. Williams, he 
had already had lunch at the Mess. 

Question. The next three paragraphs we will skip because they don’t allege facts 
that concern you. 
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The paragraph following begins, “Later, waiting for Hillary Clinton in a White 
House reception room, Chung said he asked if the First Lady had been informed 
of his donation, and Ryan responded,” quote, “yes, she definitely knows,” unquote. 

Is that sentence correct? 

Answer. No, he never asked me that. I never said yes, she definitely knew. 

Question. Turning to the next page that begins with the phrase, “Shortly before 
4:00 p.m.” I would like to direct your attention to the fourth paragraph down that 
begins, “But they agree.” And I believe “they” in that paragraph refers to White 
House officials, which begins the prior paragraph. The second sentence of that para- 
graph reads, “They maintain that Williams and Ryan did not solicit the donation 
and did not provide any benefits as a result of it.” 

Is that sentence correct? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Let me just ask you a more general question based on that point. Did 
you ever take any actions in your capacity working in the First Lady’s office that 
were connected to, in response to, or designed to encourage political or other kinds 
of campaign contributions? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Let’s turn to the next paragraph. It says — and I believe this is quoting 
Anne Lewis, who is the White House communications director — quote, “Maggie Wil- 
liams recalls that, on several occasions, Johnny Chung told her that he wanted to 
make a personal contribution to the Clintons,” unquote. Lewis said, quote, “She told 
him that he could not make a personal contribution. She eventually told him he 
could give to other entities, such as the Democratic National Committee,” unquote. 

Do you have any anything in your personal knowledge as to whether or not those 
statements are true? 

Answer. Whether or not Maggie Williams told Johnny Chung that? 

Question. Exactly, the statements, the facts that are set forth in Ms. Lewis’s ac- 
count? 

Answer. I myself wasn’t present. No, I don’t remember it specifically. 

Question. The next paragraph reads, “Lewis said Chung was told the First Lady’s 
office could not arrange his attendance at the President’s radio address.” 

Is that statement correct to the best of your knowledge? 

Answer. I don’t remember much of the radio address or dealing with it, so I don’t 
know what he was told. 

Question. We have already covered that. I apologize for bringing it up again. 

The next sentence reads, “And, Lewis said, Ryan” quote, “is sure that she had no 
discussion of financial contributions with Johnny Chung,” unquote. 

Is that sentence correct? 

Answer. Yes, and no discussions he made that statement to me, but there were 
never any discussions. 

Question. Let me direct your attention to the next page. This page begins with 
the phrase, “Williams, who has served Hillary Clinton.” I would like to point you 
to the sixth paragraph down. It begins, “On Friday.” On Friday; do you believe that 
that refers to March 10th, 1995? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Sentence reads, “On Friday, Chung returned to the White House, was 
admitted into the compound by the First Lady’s office, and repeated his request to 
Ryan.” 

Is that sentence correct? 

Answer. No, it’s not. I was not around on Friday, March 10th. I was in New York. 

Question. You were in New York. And you have already represented that you 
were anxious to leave the day before? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And is it the case you wanted to get to New York to be at a basketball 
tournament your brother was in? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. I would like to turn briefly back to one of the exhibits you were just 
shown. Exhibit 16, and this would be the WAVE summaries for 1995, and the sec- 
ond page of that group, which is Bates stamped EOF 008683. 

The third line up from the bottom shows a visit from Johnny Chung, and the re- 
quester requested by category then a visitor are both Tarmey. They are not Ryan. 
So this document is consistent with your recollection that you were not present 
there on Friday; is that correct? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. So this account confirms that Johnny Chung was not telling the truth 
when he said that he met with you on Friday, March 10th? 

Answer. Yes. 
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Question. I would now like to ask you 

Ms. Safavian. Counsel, are we going to make this an exhibit? 

Mr. McLaughlin. I don’t have exhibit stamps. If I could use one of yours? 

Ms. Safavian. Sure. The next one is ER dash 17. So we will make this ER-17. 
Thank you. 

[Ryan Deposition Exhibit No. ER-17 was marked for identification.]. 

Mr. Lawler. If that is not cooperation, I don’t know what is. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. MCLAUGHLIN: 

Question. Next, I would like to ask you some questions that Mr. Condit, who is 
a Member of the committee, has asked that we ask witnesses concerning the burden 
of the investigation. 

Have you been asked by any other official investigative body to testify or provide 
evidence on any of the fund-raising or other matters being investigated by this com- 
mittee? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And before what body was that? 

Answer. The Senate. 

Question. Have you provided documents to, been interviewed by, or been involved 
in a deposition by the Senate? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Is it fair to say that the matters that were covered in today’s deposition 
were all, or substantially all, matters that were also covered in the Senate deposi- 
tion? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Would it be fair to say that had this committee reviewed the Senate 
deposition, relied on the testimony you gave there, that we could have avoided much 
of the time that was spent in today’s deposition? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Have you received any requests to provide documents, be interviewed 
or be deposed in the future by any other investigative body? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Can you estimate how much of your time you have spent in responding 
to requests from this committee for testimony, information or documents? 

And maybe we can divide that into two categories. One would be if you can esti- 
mate how much of your time that you spent in the First Lady’s office working in 
response to requests of the Executive Office of the President, and maybe how much 
of your time you spent on your own preparing for this deposition today. Estimates 
will be fine. 

Answer. In the First Lady’s office dealing with this document request on this? 

Question. Exactly, from this committee. 

Mr. Lawler. Can you do that? 

The Witness. Not really. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. MCLAUGHLIN: 

Question. Can you give a figure for all of them put together? 

Answer. All of? 

Question. Are we talking weeks, days? 

Answer. Are you talking about this investigation? 

Question. I’m sorry, the Senate and House investigations put together and any 
other subpoenas you have spent time responding to. 

Mr. Lawler. Can you do that? 

The Witness. Not really. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. MCLAUGHLIN: 

Question. Okay we will move on. 

Can you estimate any time you have spent other than in your official capacity pre- 
paring for this deposition? 

Answer. I don’t know. Bill may have a better idea. 

Mr. Lawler. A substantial number of hours. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. MCLAUGHLIN: 

Question. Have you taken time from your job to respond to this committee’s re- 
quest? 

Answer. Yes. 
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Question. Have you incurred expenses in responding to the demands from this 
committee? 

Answer. Mr. Lawler. I paid for the cab on the way over. 

Mr. McLaughlin. That’s all the questions that I have. 

Mr. Lawler. Can we go off the record for one second? 

Mr. McLaughlin. Sure. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Ms. Ryan, I just have maybe two final questions. Really, just two. 

Mr. Lawler. I’m going to count. Got to be careful about promising two questions. 
They may have subparts. 

Ms. Safavian. That’s right. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Ms. Ryan, Mr. McLaughlin just went over and quoted from the Los An- 
geles Times article, and I will not requote that. But I’m just referencing that. Some 
of the quotes that were read into the record were actually quotes from Anne Lewis; 
do you recall that? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who is Anne Lewis? 

Answer. She’s the White House communications director. 

Question. Do you know if she was ever involved in the Back to Business Com- 
mittee? 

Answer. I don’t know. I’m not sure. She could be. I don’t know. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Are you speculating? 

The Witness. Yes, I’m speculating. I’m only saying that because she started the 
White House recently. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. She started at the White House recently? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you know when? 

Answer. Around Inauguration. 

Question. Okay. And then one final question. Are you aware that Johnny Chung 
contributed $25,000 to the Back to Business Committee? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Safavian. That’s all I have. Thank you very much for your time today. 
[Whereupon, at 6:20 p.m., the deposition concluded.] 

[The exhibits referred to follow:] 
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RECOS'J TYPE: PRESIDENTIAL (ALL-IN-1 MAIL) 

CREATOR: Evan M. Ryan ( RYAN_E ) (WHO) 

CREATION DATE/TIME: 9-MAY-1996 11:50:11.27 
SUBJECT:Call List additions 

TO:Peggy A. Lewis ( LEWIS_P ) (WHO) 

READ: 9-MAY-1996 12:27:35.36 



TEXT: 

Maggie wanted to add John Huang to her call list - 863-7178 
He's from the DNC 

Is Chuck Supple still on that list 638-3300? 


COMMITTEE ACCESS 


EOP 006621 
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Memorandum 

May 5, 1994 

TO: Ann Cahill 

FR: Martha Phipps 

RE: WHITE HOUSE ACTtVITIES 

In order to reach our very aggressive goal of $40 million this year, it. would be very helpful if 
we could coordinate the following activities between the Wliite House and the Democratic 
National Committee. 

1. Two reserved seats on Air Force I and n trips 

Contact: Ricld Seidman/Mike Lufenio 

2. Six seats at all White House private dinners 

Contact: Arm Stock 

3. Six to eight spots at all White House events (i.e. Jazz Fest, Rose Garden 
ceremonies, official visits) 

Contact: Atm Stock 

4. Invitations to participate in official delegation trips abroad 

Contact: Alexis Herman 

5. Better coordination on appointments to Boards & Commissions 

6. White House mess privileges 

Coritact: Patsy Thomason 

7. White House residence visits and overnight stays 

Contact: Atm Stock 

I 

8. Guaranteed Ketmedy Center Tickets (at least one month m advance) 

Contact: Atm Stock 

9. Six radio address spots 

Contact: David Levy 

10. Photo opportunities with the principles 

11. Two places per week at the Presidential CEO lunches 

Contact: Alexis Herman 



EOP 036287 
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12. Phone time from the Vice President 

Contact: Jack Quinn 

13. Ten places per month at White House film "showings 

Contact: Ann Stock 

14. One lunch with Mack McI-arty per month 

■ Contact: Mark Middleton 

15. One lunch with Ira Magaziner per month 

Contact: Marge Tarmey 

16. One lunch with the First Lady per month 

Contact: Maggie Williams 

17. Use of the President’s Box at the Warner Theater and at Wolf Trap. 
Contact: Ann Stock 

18. Ability to reserve time on the White House tennis courts 

19. Meeting time with Vice President Gore 
Contact: Jack Quinn 


EOP 036288 
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COMMITTEE ACCESS 


EOP 020376 
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EOP 020378 
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COMMnTEE access 


EOP 020383 
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EOP 059076 
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EXHIBIT 

I ER-q 


MEMORANDUM 

FROM: Betty Currie 

DATE: March 28, 1995 


2. Ctandra Scott called - She was concerned about Johnny Chung. 
She stated that we should have called them prior to their coming to the 
Radio Address. Apparently they were in Maggie's office when request 
carne and Maggie said she didn't know, but to contact DNC — 1 


EOP 0554SZ 
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Important 
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2771 r»i«e* Del Ame<Swte «eC9*Terr«ne«. CA 00903 -T*!; (310) 32ft-3«83 •F«; <310} UO-4106 


Apnl5. 1995 

(Vi* Fax 202 06^-8174) 

Mr Don Powter 
Cnair 

OMiioerMie N4iii*n«l Cotnniittee 

430 S. C«pitol St. S.E 
Wa^ingiton. D C 20003 


I h«v* an important iisue hare that naadi yoMf atatstanea. As you always know, i am tOO^ 
supportive of the ONC ar>d l am always Oalightad to work with you on tvary occasion. The CNna 
Business Oa<agat*on lad by Chairman Zheng Hortgye met with President Clinton arid took some 
pcturas after me racfio address on March t1. 1998. M’s been over Viree weeks. I have not seen any 
of the picb^es. I have learned from Mr Richard SuWvan of DNC that the National Seeunty CrKincii 
is hiding on to those pictures 

in my opirwn. we allow them to take the pictures wan our President then we should be courteous 
enough to let them have the pictures i am going to China next week and I do need to bnng mose 
pictures with me. I have run out of excuses to tell them why the pictures ere taking forever. I reaSy 
appraciate your h#lp in solving this minor issue 

I look forward to seeing you this weekend at Mr. Steven Spieisbarg's party. Thank you again for 




CC: Ms. Carol Khare 



Criaemen/CEO 


BUILDING THB U S. FAX HIGHWAY TODAY 


ONC 3102463 
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;; IXHIBIT 

I ER-'":!- 
1 


^oocoMewr.tTTiicKmo* 

REQUEST SUBSUTTED BY (Point Of Contact): 

Van Piaaah Ian 


C ) 6-5105 



PKOKE; 

CUSTOMS?, WORK TO S£ PERFORMED FOR: 



■gg^gggiganBiiHBHH 



DEPARTMENT: 

ul t+o Prr<5N.iy 

mmm 

mBsm 

IHiHi 

(ftTYffftffl ■ foiv/OADJ 1 (Sub-Div/«r«neh} 


KOCM: 


CUSTOMER INFORMATION: 

PassT;^- r^Pennanent { \ Temporary 

Efnp Type: EOP Staff O Oetailee 

i 1 Access list 

i 1 tetemfStudenl 

n Olher 

n Other 

(e.e VN 

iMtepr AnSsntf 1 

OOUJHAdm i EMPiaVEts: 



( ) 

Zomfuny t *9«Acy Mmk 

CMCr«ec ■ 

l^treh*se 0(4er 1 

Co/Aov ehan« • : 





co/Jwv Cicv 

Co/Xav State 

Co/*«w 2iB: “ ' 

ACTION REQt£STEO: j } CneOc n AOCiiionsi Oocumeouton auoicri. 

Pktaxf^KT. nCuiiottt&Ht*fit»dn90ta90in9it»ft.ofshoaUb»s^up&AM£ASoamstMt(. naesantvtgsi^mtn^etztwnt. I 

Hfoabiv^vtrwstiont. ple»seeant*clyotjrAgtfterAdmiratealetorCOTn. Ctisiomef Si/ptxm at e{^2ff9S-7370. | 




f^>ecflyOW.y«»*e5»Spe««fcO«/e'J«*/s/»flu^»/itfftas6een««v»v«^ REQUIRED DATE: | 

ACCESS REQUEJ 
33 Create 

(N9W AecovntJ 

{fS in IH» Ustr Name, 
aattgnta to cvsfomsr 

f User Name; 

>T. 

(33 Modify (33 Oelete/Oisabte 

flSctaw e«s6«9 roj fOe/jMrnj 

Strw Nemo ana IBM Malnirama ip 
!(><■ aK OutNSWiO A««tfes<s / 

(33 Transfer 

Ifnns/ar0^»n9fsl>rp) 

[ i IBM Mainframe: 

Noveit Server Name 

(33 Oiai'in Access Q £*JemaI Access 

(JuslUy abo'rti (intamet t X.400 Mtil) 

UO>af ii)) 

UlCnaeiO fALUN.i torUMii 

ISC ' WHADMIN. OMB A IRMP,..t 

EQUIPMENT REQUEST' (if noueti <J lofainermanNawMstaB. Bar Codto anc ^e^^ious Beimtnent 0WN£H iniormaiion it taouifttf) 

33 New Install (33 Upgrade (33 Pe-Assign (33 Re-Allocate 3J3 Reiwfn to Inv, ^3 S‘ie Survey 

PC load Type; □ US-2000 FI OASIS 5.0 Stand Alone i 1 Oitwr 

CPUBarCoCe* CPUS/N#; &#i-ii«<S»»«*f-OccesjfW»ws 

fSOP 8AR-C^>£ a loento on fiynj Sw ujc orGcv't oivnwj eswpment 

Previous or cjrren! OVWER of Equipment il not Customer: 

{Ownonsnofmaay actiasOtifataLoQHtUiarNime} — — — 

EOP 050960 

Pager/Celluar Page/ smi | 1 Celwar Phone smr 


AUTHORIZEO/APPROVED BY 

Cfrte Cvstomv ftas ain»ay pnniea ir>t>r ntme itott However n« reowesi 
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CLASS; UNCLASSlFtgO 
DISPOSITION; neCORO 
TmmmlakHtt OF-Afv-tS 11;24 mm 
SENDER: StMfliifvr. Rotooft L. 

SUaiECT; Sublet: RE: PHOTOS? (UNCLASSIFi€0| 
TO; 0»(^. B. 

CC: Roft.StsffierO. 


Tlie jaym af b^ ki K jn g tmfoign pcMk y c i wuiaeff t b a rw ■ jsi r t Sbm— Be 
peMke... lte^M««vl«ttfng«bnw 0 el»U^.tarBisnpa«o)rtom 
pMiHiJabMvChyns&iepfcftrvc Arwi Ip 9*9 > m Pb wHt Nm Ib 

mnrtSnm mm n a hiM k ig *» 9m ONC. ii>hb Am 1 1» M »M » > r S»l—e 

■wy MOiloy d bi><&. <RhT. Bui as far m tw oSmt CMmm cn Bm IR 
mrm cwwwimaid, fcay al — m b» Iwi baiw ida Cprwam tf fannaQ 0*'i— 
•Relida. th^ paadbla aaaapSefi af Jamas Y. Sun. young ansapranair 

and saff-mada mOonaira.* Oat aome dofM Stare. l4ul«M«Sndh0 But. 
•taaa^SRiya wdB afi hanp As pirfiraa an tfta mbI and faaf ^ataU far • 
fnamcMy. 

SRaeaaRbft^a waminp^liAtfmtfafiau. Haatas raeandy aaunaatad a 
yauf^; Mam Ihmi 0M Rnx aOlOT adia haS Itaan alfarad a *Ofaam jaS* 

i>yJahtir«rChia^JttiinkhaRtouitfbeaBatadMilhaplrMnarsuMe<en- My 
i m praaBlan fe that ha's a huadar. artd appears to ba Inaato a d in aaCSng up 
sematondafcpngdeify upeta fl an diattwtlBstoabytotopifiB Ch toeae 
ena ap fena urs tow town far aspaaura to WgM a in el US. effidato. My 
oenoem Is Biat he ^ oenSnua lo make effartt to Prtoe hS ’Wandd* into 
oentaetwrRhthe POTUS and FLOTUS « to show ana and M he to a MpshoL 
lh^d>y«fa(«noir^htoi>usiness. I'd venSire a guess diet fiat Ml ito 
butonacG ventures or (hose of ^to edims — weedd ha ones the President 
would sup^ao. i Mao predtet lhat he ««S baoama a royal pMn, baceusa ha 
wE expect to get Bimdarfiraatrrtent for toturevtota. Heeflbe 
pefsstent 


/ 


Bob 


From: Derby, M. Brooke 
To:®ASlA >Atoen Affairs 
CC: ift. Record at A1 
Suh/e«t: PHOTOS? (UNCLASSIFlK)} 

Oate:frWay.Apr«07. 19SS OlrlZPM 

An odd cKueeon «n which i need aome gutdarwe far the Preaidonra office 

asap: 

A eoupie of weoiui age, teCe Friday night, tfta haad af tfte OhC aakad Ae 
Praaidatd'c offee to inekide aavoral people in the Presidertfs Sahaday 
Radio Address. They tod so. rtoi krtowir^ an y tfdng sboui tftem excopt tftaf 
they twere ONC cantfibuwrs. 


It lum* out they ere vertows Cttrt-'es® and the POTU5 wautl sure we’d 
went p}u>toB «d with arovtd. Jofymy Chtatg. one 

of the peopto on tfte fist, to oomirt^ to sec W^«cy Hanveieft tomorrow aitd 
Nancy needs to knew urgently wheihw^ ?;r r4Si she can give him Ac prettoTss. 
Couto you please review tfte fist assp end gtoe me your advice on vAeAer we 
want Aesc photos floatmg around? (FYI •> Aeae people are major ONC 
eoootbuiofs and H we can grve them the photos. Ae Prewdent's elfice 
would ite to do so); 
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1 ; SXHIBIT 

Copyright 1997 Times Mirror Company 
Los Angeles Times 

July 27, 1997, Sunday, Home Edition 
SECTION: !^A; P^e l; National Etesk 

LENGTH: 3032 words 

HEADLINE: FIRST LADY'S AIDE SOLICITED CHECK TO DNC DONOR SAYS; FUNE>-RA1S1NG; 
ADMINISTRATION DENIES ACCOUNT BY TORRANCE BUSINESSMAN JOHNNY CHUNG. WHO 
GAVE 550,000 CONTRIBUTION TO HILLARY CLINTON'S CHIEF OF STAFF. 

BYLINE; WILLIAM C. REMPEL and ALAN C. MILLER, TIMES STAFF WRITERS 

BODY: 


ConiTHiictmg accounts by die CItnmn administration, one of the Democratic Pasty's biggest campaign 
donors says he gave a S 50,000 check to the first lady's chief of staff on White House grounds in 1995 in 
direct response to solicitations by aides of Hiitary Rodham Clinton. 

Southern California entrepreneur Johnny Chien Chuen Chung said he was seeking VIP treatment for a 
delegation of visiting Chinese businessmen when he was asked to help the first lady defray the cost of 
White Home Christmas receptions billed to the Democratic National Committee. 

Chung, who has refused to cooperate with investigators unless granted immunity from prosecution, told 
The Times during interviews that he realized such special treatment hinged on his willingness to make a 
political contribution. 

”1 see the White House is like a subway: You have to put in coins to open the gates," Chung said in his 
ftrst public cwnments on the controversial episode. 

On Friday, White House Communications Direaor Ann Lewb disputed Chung's account. She said of the 
first lady's aides: “At no time did they solicit a contribution from Mr. Chung.” 

Lewis also denied that die $ 50,000 check had anything to do with the White House perquisites extended 
to the Torrance busincssmui tmd die Chinese delegation. She said the fust lady's aides may have gonen 
Chung and his guest? into lunch at the White House mess hall and arranged a ^loto with Hillary Clinton 
but that wy such effoits on his behalf were “a courtesy we could do and have done for friends.” 

Chung's story may compound political embairassment ftM- the White House and raise serious legal 
questions, including whether Hilt^ Clinton’s closest aides violated the Hatch Act prohibiting federal 
employees from soliciting concibutions. particularly in a government workplace. 


And it poses new headaches for Margaret Williams, the first lady's former chief of staff, who has 
acknowledged accepting Chung's check. The Times has learned that she is the subject of a pending inquiry 
by the federal ^ency chaiged with enforcing the Hatch Act as well as scrutiny by congressional panels 
probing campaign finance abuses. 

"The main point is that you’re not supposed to use ymu- government clout to raise mcmey." forrow White 
House CsMinsel Abner J. Mtkva »id in reference to restrictions on fund-raising by federal employees. 
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Chung's deiajJed version oiWhixs House events, canbawd with other ne^viy available information, 
chaiienges the president's insistence that Willis plaj^ "a c«npleielY passive" ro!e in relaying ar. 
unsolicited S 50,000 check to the DNC. 

Williams, who recently left the White House, and Evan Ryan, an aide in the first lady's office who met 
with Chung and the Chinese delegation, declined to be interviewed. 

In recent interviews, Chung, 43, also denied llq>uhiictm allegations that he may have funnelsd Chinese 
government money to the DNC. GOP senators raised ti»s issue in «»t«Ktion with die recent disclosure that 
S 150,000 was transferred ftom Chinese beer makers via the Bank of China to Chung's California bank 
account diree days before his $ 50,000 dtmaticm. 

A panial review of Chung’s personal financial records ^ws diat contrary to GOP assenions, Chung had 
in excess ofS300,0(W in various bank accounts « the tune, indicating diat he could have covered his S 
50,000 contribution without Chinese funds, 

Chung emphasized that the transferred $ 1 50,000 vres earmarited for creation of two companies to launch 
a busings venture with the Beijing brewers, who had nothing to do with the March 1995 donation and 
Washington visit. 

Chang also was critical of fonner DNC Faiance Direaor Richard SulHvan, who told a Senate hewing this 
month that he had qualms about the origins of the March 1 995 donation. Sullivan, he said, wss never 
reiuctani to take hi.s money before the fiind-raising controversy erupted last fall. 

"Most of my contributions were solicited by Sullivan and the DNC." Chung said, noting that Just one 
month after the S 50,000 donation, he gave Sullivan another $ 125,000 at a Hollywood ftind-raiser with the 
jwesident. "I hand my checks personally-to Ricb»d Sullivan. He never says he wa& worried about my 
money. Never," 

Chung's visit to Washington in March 1 995 did raise some concerns m the Clinton administratton, A 
National Security Council aide later described him in a memo as "a hustler” trying to exploit his contacts at 
the White House. 

But this did not stop Chung from being admitted. Records show about 20 of his 49 visits to the White 
House occurred aftw- the warning. 

Chung, a Taiwan-bom fax company owner-tumed-mtemaiional businessman, contributed $ 366.000 
between mid- 1994 and last November's election. He said Sullivan was in frequent contact, advising him of 
upcoming fund-raising events and even visiting his Torrance office. 


The DNC recently rewmed all of Chung's donations because it said an internal audit could not confirm 
that the money actually came from the businessman. Chung and hts attorneys have long insisted that the 
donations were funded from Chung’s financial reserves and that he represented no foreign interests. 

"They call Johnny a hustler and there's no question be was bustling the DNC, the White House and 
tmylxjdy else wlw could help him." said Chung’s Santa Monica attorney, Brian Sun. "But he was hustling 
business. He had absolutely no poUtica! agenda. 

"Johnny Chung's not promoting the policy interests of some foreign government; he's promoting Johnny 
Chung," he said. "That's not a crime. It's the American way." 
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Chung Escorts Chinese Deisgation to Capm;! 

By March 1995, Johnny Chung's growing invotvementin poHiics was earning him a reputation in Asian 
business circles. He squired the Chinese beer maker to a Clinton Christmas party in 1 994. Then, Chung 
said, Zheng Hongye, chairman of the China Chamber of International Commerce, asked him to open the 
same doors fcff a delegation of major executives he was leading on a U.S. visit. 

"i mi trying to build new business in China, so I am happy to do my best to heip," said Chung, who 
touted the delegation as “veiy important tmd very powerful leaders" in a letter to the White House. 

When he esconed the five-member deleg«toii m Washington, his first stop was DNC h^dquarters. 
There, on Wednesday. March 8. 1995, DNC Chajrrnan Donald L. Fowler welcomed them and posed for 
pictures with an arm around Chung's shoulder. 

But Chung had come with an ambitious wish li^ a White House tour, a meeting with Hillary Clinton, 
lunch in the While House mess and admission to the taping of President Clinton's Saturday morning radio 
addr^s. And none of It airan^. *1 was on the limb," Chung said. 

After Sullivan said die party could do little for him. Chung said he offered to make another contribution 
to the DNC without specifying an ^ouni. 

"I chd not wave around a check,” Chung said, "That is not my style. That is not a businessman's style." 

Sullivan tesdfied before the Senate Governmental Affaire Committee this month that Chung had offered 
to donate S 50,000 if he could get his Chinese associates into the presidential radio address. He said he 
turned Chung down because this was inappropriate and. moreover, "i had a sense that he might be taking 
money from them . . . and then giving it to us." 

Federal election law prohibits the acceptance of foreign contributions. 

Sullivan's attorney, Robert F. Bauer, said the former DNC officiafs concern about Chung was limited to 
fois episode. 


"As to Johnny's other activities. Richard's general recollection was that the DNC accepted his bona fides, 
knew he was an American citizen, knew foat he had a recognized business in Los Angeles," Bauer said. 
"His contributions were considered lawful " 

DNC officials only agreed to arrange a standard White House tour. Dissatisfied, Chung headed for the 
While House alone. 

He was admlned, and found his way to Room 100 of the Old Executive Office Building— the first lady's 
office. 

Chung felt he had a special relationship with Hillary Clin^n because he says he had wrangled a meeting 
with her years earlier at the governor's mansion in Little Rock. Ark., while touting his new fax service to 
state officials. 

Since then, he has been photografrfied wirti her on about a dozen occasions, from the White House to the 
U.S. Embassy in Beijing. One of the earliest fund-raising events showed Chung and his family with the 
Clintons at the president's 4Sth birthday party. A few morahs later, he contributed S 40,000 to attend a 
luncheon feaiwing Hillary Clinton in Los Angeles. 
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And in t^e first iady’s office that Mardi sfay, to Chui^. he found another opportunity to be 

generous. 

Here is Chung's version of those disputed events: 

Chung was greeted by Ryan, who was then a staff assistant. He showed her the business cards of his 
Chinese companions and asked if arrangements coold be made for them to eat lunch in the White House 
mess and meet Hillary Clinton- Chung also asked if was an5rthirtg he could do to help the White 
House. 

Ryan left for about 15 to 20 mirmies and rcnimed, sayii^ ^e had spoken with Williams. Then, she said: 
"Maybe you can help us." 

TTie aide told Chung that "ftie first lady had some debts wMi the DNC” from expenses associated with 
White House Christmas parties. Chung believes that Ry»i meitioned a figure of around S 80,000. 

(TTte Times could not confirm such an expense specifically dtarged to Hillary Clinton. But DNC 
spokesman Steve Lan^on said the DNC does pick up the tab on a number of White House holiday paiiies. 
amounting to a total of S 300,CK)0 to S 400.000 a year.) 

Ryan told him. Chung said, that she was relaying the request on behalf of Williams, who hoped Chung 
could "help the first lady'’ defray those costs. 

"Then a light bulb goes on in my mind. I start to understand,’' Chung said. "I said I will help for S 
50,000." 

After making that commitment, Chung said, he left the White House confident that his wish list would be 
subsiamialiy ftilfilied. 

The next morning, Chung said, he went back to the White House and was escorted to Ryan's desk in the 
reception area of the first lady's office. He said he ^ve her an unsealed envelope. 


Acconiing to Chung. Ryan lifted the flap and examined the contents. Inside was his check and a note to 
Willjams, which he recalled said something like: "To Maggie-1 do my best to help. Johnny Chung," 

A short time later. Chung said, the chief of staff joined them and Ryan handed the envelope to her. 
Wifiiams, he said, immediately led him into her private office and called to reserve a table for the Chinese 
delegation at the White House mess. 

Williams has since told congressional investigators that she never looked at the check. Chung said there 
was no need for her to look inside the envelope. ”I know she knew what was inside, because to me it was 
her idea that I help," he said. 

Before the delegation convened for lunch around a table of red, white and blue linens in the White House 
mess. Chung was advised that another wish list item had come mie. The first lady could see them before 
addressing a twchers' grwip that afternoon. 

"Maggie set up everything," Chung said. 

Later, waiting for Hillary Clinton in a White House reception room. Chung said he asked ifthe first lady 
had been informed of his donation and Ryan responded, Tes, she definitely knows." 
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Shortly before 4 p.m. the Chinese businessmen stood fwthe arrival of Hillary Clinton. And there, in 
front of the delegation Chung was bent cm im|»esstag, he saki ^ first lady declared; "Welcome to the 
White House, my good friend." 

White House Denies It Violated the Hatch Act 

White House officials confirm that Chung cane to the first lady's office on March 8 and 9. 1995. They 
have acknowledged that Williams was given a check fw 5 50,000 from Chung in the White House and that 
Chung was seeking admission to the president's r^io address. And they say Williams may have arranged 
the lunch and the photo with Hillary Clinton. 

But they agree with little else from Chung's version of events. They maintain that Williams and Ryan did 
not solicit the donation and did not provide any benefits as a result of it. 

"Maggie Williams recalls that, on several occasions. Johnny Chung told her that he wanted to make a 
personal contribution to the Clintons," Lewis said "She told him that he could not make a personal 
contribution. She eventually told him he could give to odier entities, such as the Democratic National 
Committee." 

Lewis said Chung was told the first lady's office could not arrange his attendance at the president's radio 
address. 


And, Lewis said, Ryan "is sure that she had no discussion of financial contributions with Johnny Chung." 

The Hatch Act prohibits a federal employee from "knowingly soliciting, accepting or receiving a political 
contribution from any person" and soliciting or collecting a donation "in any building occupied by a federal 
employee in the discharge of official duties." 

The White House maintains that Williams "absolutely did not" violate the law by taking Chung's check 
because regulations allow a government official to accept a political contribution as long as it is forwarded 
immediately to a political party, 

Chung's account, if true, could constitute evidence of improper fund*raising, said attorneys familiar with 
election law. 

"This information implicates the first lady’s chief of staff in activity that she knew, or should have 
known, was fund-raising at the White House, and that may be ijiega!,"said Jan Baran, an expert on 
campaign finance law and a former Republican National Committee general counsel. 

Louis Vega, a spokesman for the Office of Special Counsel, which investigates alleged Hatch Act 
violations, said the agency had opened "a general inquiry regarding Maggie Williams'’ and campaign fund- 
raising earlier this year. He declined to provide any details, including whether the inquiry concerned the S 
50,000 contribution from Chung. 

Violation of the Hatch Act can result in employment-related penalties, ranging from a warning lenerto 
dismissal. 

The probe. Vega said, is on hold at the request of the Justice Department to avoid impeding an ongoing 
criminal investigation. He said that generally means the Justice Depanment inquiry involves the same 
subject or witnesses. 

The Justice Department declined to comment on whether Williams is under scrutiny by its task force 
investigating fund-raising allegations. 
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Williams, who has served Hillary Clinton for the past foor years, has recently married and plans to move 
to France. 

Chung's Entourage Meets the Piesidem 

March 9, 1995, had been a costly but very successful day for Chung and his entourage: A White House 
tour, lunch in the executive mansion and a photo op with the first lady. 

Was the delegation impressed? 

"They were very happy, but they say to me, 'Do you Aink we can see the president?’ " Chung recalled. 
He determined to press again for entre to Clinton's Saturday radio address. 

On Friday, Chung returned to the White House, was admitted into the compound by the first lady's 
offl'-e, and repeated his request to Ryan. He pm in more calls to the DNC. 


One call went to Carol Khare, assistant to DNC Chainnan Fowler. Chung told her he was a friend of the 
first lady and wanted to take this important delegation of Chinese executives to Ac radio address. Khare 
said she would look into it. 

That phone call is believed to be her fira encounter wiA Chung. She later complained to colleagues that 
Chung became a nuisance, always asking for favors. 

"He doesn't take 'no' very easily," she told acquaintances. "He’s like a bulldog; if he wants something he 
keeps chewing on it until he gets it." 

On the eve of the radio address, Chung got what he wanted, wiA Ae DNC’s assistance. 

Less clear is wbeAer the S 50,000 helped pave the way. Chung believes that he told Khare about his gift, 
but the former DNC official told others she only recalls his claim of friendship wiA Hillary Clinton. 

That Saturday, after the president addressed the nation on radio, he posed for pictures in his office with 
the Chinese delegation. Afterward, he expressed concern about who Aey were and whether they had been 
screened to prevent embarrassment If the photos were released. 

Clinton's uneasiness prompted a review by NSC officials who delayed giving Ac photos to Chung for a 
time. It was that reassessment that produced Ae memo calling the entrepreneur a hustler. 

Chung is not offended by the label. It is, he believes, an attribute of aggressive American business 
people. What bothers him. he says, are accusations questioning his patriotism. 

"I am American citizen," Chung said. "My shareholders are mostly American citizens. I am all-American 
businessman.” 

He has spent heavily on political campaigns, he said, to assure the kind of access that makes him appear 
to be "a big man in America " to prospective clients overseas. 

Despite his promotiona! efforts, Chung’s deal with the Chinese beer maker collapsed after a top-level 
management reorganization in Beijing. And Chung said no new business resulted from the delegation visit 
in 1995. 

The Democratic Party, meanwhile, hasn't forgonen Johnny Chung. 
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Barely a mcHith ago, according to attorney Saa—ev«n as the DNC was returning all of his donations— 
Chung received an invitation to join Clinton and Vice President Al Gore for a Broadway fund-raiser in 
New York. 

This time, Chung declined. 

Rempel reported from Los Angeies and Miller from Washington. Times staff writer Ronald j. Ostrow 
and researcher Janet Lundblad in Washington contributed to this story. 


(BEGIN TEXT OF INFOBOX ! INFOGRAPHIC) 

Visit to the White House 

Southern California entri^reneur Johnny Chien Chuen Chung says he gave this S 50,000 check to a top 
aide of Hillary Rodham Clinton during a While House visit in 1995. He alleges the money was solicited by 
close aides of the firet lady— a possible violaiiOT of the Hatch Act-and enabled him to favorably impress 
prospective business clients from China. 

GRAPHIC; PHOTO: Chung, second from right, and his companions were able to greet their pictures taken 
wsA Hillary Clinton and eat lunch at the WTjitc House mess. OfFtcials say ClintOTi aides played only a 
"passive” role in relaying the contriburion to rfte Democratic National Committee. PHOTO: Johnny 
Chung, lefr, poses with President Clinton and Chinese businessman Sun Jianfeng after attending Clinton's 
radio address. PHOTO: Johnny Chien Chuen Chung GRAPHIC-CHART: Visit to the White House / Los 
Angeles Times 

LANGUAGE: English 

LOAD-DATE: July 27, 1997 
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[The deposition of Gina D. Ratliffe follows:] 

Executive Session 

Committee on Government Reform and Oversight, 

U.S. House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 

DEPOSITION OF: GINA D. RATLIFFE 

Tuesday, November 4, 1997 

The deposition in the above matter was held at the Law Office of David N. Zacks, 
Lewis Clay & Munday, P.C., 660 Woodward Avenue, Suite 1300, First National 
Building, Detroit, Michigan, commencing at 12:05 p.m. 

Appearances: 

Staff Present for the Government Reform and Oversight Committee: Jennifer M. 
Safavian, Investigative Counsel; and Kristin Amerling, Minority Counsel. 

For MS. RATLIFFE: 

DAVID N. ZACKS, ESQ. 

Lewis Clay & Munday, P.C. 

660 Woodward Avenue 

Suite 1300, First National Building 

Detroit, Michigan 

Ms. Safavian. Good morning. On behalf of members of the Committee on Govern- 
ment Reform and Oversight, I appreciate and thank you for appearing here today. 
This proceeding is known as a deposition. The person transcribing this proceeding 
is a House reporter and notary public. I will now request that the reporter place 
you under oath. 

THEREUPON, GINA D. RATLIFFE, a witness, was called for examination by Coun- 
sel, and after having been first duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 

Ms. Safavian. I would like to note for the record those who are present at the 
beginning of the deposition. My name is Jennifer Safavian. I am the designated Ma- 
jority counsel for the committee; Ms. Kristin Amerling is the Minority staff; and Ms. 
Ratliffe is represented by David Zacks. 

Although this proceeding is being held in a somewhat informal atmosphere, be- 
cause you have been placed under oath, your testimony here today has the same 
force and effect as if you were testifying before the committee or in a courtroom. 

If I ask you about conversations you have had in the past and you are unable 
to recall the exact words used in the conversation, you may state that you are un- 
able to recall those exact words, and then you may give me the gist or substance 
of any such conversation to the best of your recollection. 

If you recall only part of a conversation or only part of an event, please give me 
your best recollection of those events or parts of conversation that you recall. 

If I ask you whether you have any information upon a particular subject and you 
have overheard other persons conversing with each other regarding it or have seen 
correspondence or documentation regarding it, please tell me that you do have such 
information and indicate the source, either a conversation or documentation or oth- 
erwise, from which you derive such knowledge. 

Before we begin the questioning, I want to give you some back^ound about the 
investigation and your appearance here. Pursuant to its authority under House 
Rules X and XI of the House of Representatives, the committee is engaged in a 
wide-ranging review of possible political fund-raising improprieties and possible vio- 
lations of law. 

Pages 2 through 4 of House Report 105-139 summarize the investigation as of 
June 19, 1997, and encompass any new matters which arise directly or indirectly 
in the course of the investigation. Also pages 4 through 11 of the report explain the 
background of the investigation. 

All questions relating either directly or indirectly to these issues, or questions 
which have a tendency to make the existence of any pertinent fact more or less 
probable without the evidence, are proper. 

The committee has been granted specific authorization to conduct this deposition 
pursuant to House Resolution 167, which passed the full House on June 20, 1997. 
Committee rule 20, of which you have received a copy, outlines the ground rules for 
the deposition. 
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Majority and Minority counsel will ask you questions regarding the subject matter 
of the investigation. Minority counsel will ask questions after Majority counsel has 
finished. After the Minority counsel has completed questioning you, a new round of 
questioning may begin. 

Pursuant to the committee’s rules, you are allowed to have an attorney present 
to advise you of your rights. Any objection raised during the course of the deposition 
must be stated for the record. If a witness is instructed not to answer a question 
or otherwise refuses to answer a question. Majority and Minority counsel will confer 
to determine whether the objection is proper. If counsel agree that a question is 
proper, the witness will be asked to answer the question. If an objection is not with- 
drawn, the Chairman or a member designated by the Chairman may decide whether 
the objection is proper. 

This deposition is considered as taken in executive session of the committee, 
which means it may not be made public without the consent of the committee pur- 
suant to clause 2(k)(7) of House Rule XI. You are asked to abide by the rules of 
the House and not discuss with anyone, other than your attorney, this deposition 
and the issues and questions raised during this proceeding. 

Finally, no later than 5 days after your testimony has been transcribed and you 
have been notified that your transcript is available, you may submit suggested 
changes to the Chairman. The transcript will be made available for your review at 
the committee office. Also, we can send a copy out, and we will provide a confiden- 
tiality agreement that you will have to sign prior to us sending that out. But that 
will not be a problem. 

Committee staff may make any typographical and technical changes requested by 
you. Substantive changes, modifications, clarifications or amendments to the deposi- 
tion transcript submitted by you must be accompanied by a letter requesting the 
changes and a statement of your reasons for each proposed change. A letter request- 
ing any substantive changes, modifications, clarifications or amendments must be 
signed by you. Any substantive changes, modifications, clarifications or amendments 
shall be included as an appendix to the transcript, conditioned upon your signing 
of the transcript. 

Do you understand everything we have gone over so far? 

The Witness. [Affirmative nod.] 

Ms. Safavian. Do you have any questions? 

Ms. Amerling. You need to verbalize. 

The Witness. Yes, I understand. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Ms. Safavian. Do you have any questions? 

The Witness. Not right now. 

Ms. Safavian. I will be asking you questions concerning the subject matter of this 
deposition. Do you understand? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. If you don’t understand a question, please say so, and I will repeat 
it will or rephrase it so you understand the question. 

Do you understand that you should tell me if you do not understand any of my 
questions? 

The Witness. I do. 

Ms. Safavian. The reporter will be taking down everything we say and will make 
a written record of the deposition. You must give verbal, audible answers because 
the reporter cannot record what a nod of the head or other gesture means. 

Do you understand you cannot answer with an uh-huh or unh-unh? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. If you can’t hear me, please say so and I will repeat the question 
or have the court reporter read the question to you. 

Do you understand that? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. Please wait until I finish each question before answering, and I 
will wait until you finish your answer before asking the next question. 

Do you understand this will help the reporter make a clear record because he can- 
not take down what both of us are saying at the same time? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. Your testimony is being taken under oath as if we were in court. 
If you answer a question, it will be assumed you understood the question and the 
answer was intended to be responsive to it. 

Do you understand that? 

The Witness. Yes. 
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Ms. Safavian. Are you here voluntarily, or are you here as a result a subpoena? 

The Witness. Voluntarily. 

Ms. Safavian. Do you have any questions about the deposition before we begin 
the substantive portion of the proceeding? 

The Witness. No. 

Ms. Safavian. Can we go off just for a second. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

Ms. Safavian. Let me just note for the record that Ms. Ratliffe has voluntarily 
provided the committee this morning with several manila folders full of documents, 
including letters and cards and other miscellaneous things. She did that voluntarily, 
and we will be using some of those during the deposition. 

Ms. Ameeling. Just so the record is clear, those documents were provided in re- 
sponse to a request from the Majority; is that correct? 

Ms. Safavian. That is correct. 

Ms. Ameeling. For documents relating to Mr. Johnny Chung? 

Ms. Safavian. That is correct. 

Ms. Ameeling. Thank you. 

Mr. Zacks. Just so the record is clear, the documents produced by Ms. Ratliffe 
today constitute any and all documents in her possession or control that relate to 
either her White House internship and/or her dealings with Mr. Chung. 

examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. Okay. Ms. Ratliffe, could you please state your full name and spell it 
for the record? 

Answer. Gina, G-I-N-A, Devee, D-E-V-E-E, Ratliffe, R-A-T-L-I-E-F-E. 

Question. Have you ever been known by any other names or used any other 
names? 

Answer. No. 

Question. What is your date of birth and Social Security number? 

Answer. [Redacted]. 

Question. And your current address? 

Answer. [Redacted]. 

Question. And how long have you resided at that address? 

Answer. It has been my permanent address for 10 years, but I have lived in nu- 
merous places. 

Question. Do you presently live there with your family? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. As far as your other numerous places that you have lived 

Answer. I lived in Kalamazoo, Michigan, for 3 years when I went to school. I lived 
umpteen places when I was in D.C., all throughout D.C. I lived in Boston for 5 
months. I did some campaign work, so housing was fairly sporadic. 

Question. Was this when you were in Boston that you did campaign work, or 
Washington? 

Answer. Yes. I went out to Seattle for a while, up in New Hampshire for a little 
bit. 

Question. Have you ever lived outside the United States? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And you mentioned that you attended college. Which college did you at- 
tend? 

Answer. Western Michigan University. 

Question. Did you graduate from Western? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. What was your degree? 

Answer. It was public law, political science, BA in ’95. 

Question. Did you receive any other degrees? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Have you spoken with anyone other than your counsel and with, per- 
haps, my staff in scheduling your deposition? Have you spoken with anybody else 
about this deposition? 

Answer. Yes. Two friends know that I have to give it. 

Question. And are these friends located here in Michigan? 

Answer. [Affirmative nod.] 

Mr. Zacks. You have to answer verbally. 

The Witness. Okay. Yes, they are. 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. And did either one of these friends ever work or live in Washington, 
D.C.? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Was it a matter of just mentioning to them you had to give this deposi- 
tion? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you review any documents in preparation for the deposition? 

Answer. What do you mean? Did I review 

Question. Any documents? 

Answer. What I showed you and what was sent to me by your committee. 

Question. Okay. Have you been asked by White House counsel or anybody else 
to 

Ms. Amerling. Excuse me, I have a question here. Do you have copies of the doc- 
uments that you sent to Ms. Ratliffe, because we didn’t receive a copy. 

Ms. Safavian. They are just the normal letter. 

No, I don’t have copies. It is just the normal letter and rules that we send to every 
deponent. I am surprised you didn’t get a copy. 

Ms. Amerling. I am not talking about that. I wanted to clarify what documents 
she had received. She mentioned she reviewed documents. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Would you like to clarify that? 

Answer. I received a letter from Dan Burton requesting my deposition, and my 
attorney received a letter also from Richard Bennett, and then I received the House 
Resolution 167 package. That is it. 

Ms. Amerling. Thank you. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. As I was asking you, have you been asked by White House counsel or 
anybody else to provide any documents in response to a subpoena? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Can you briefly describe your employment history after college, and if 
it is going to be a lot, tell me. 

Answer. No, it is not a lot. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. My first job out of college was working for Johnny Chung, and that 
lasted very briefly, a few months. Then I worked for a group called Campus Green 
Vote, which is a student environmental action committee. 

Question. Where was that located? 

Answer. It was in D.C. And partially while I worked for Campus Green Vote, they 
were part of a coalition called Youth Vote ’96. That is when I went to Boston, to 
Harvard. 

I also worked for a political action committee called the New Democrat Network, 
and that was all in Washington. 

And then I came home last fall and work at a counseling clinic currently. 

Question. Can you give me a date when you returned home? 

Answer. It was the end of September. 

Question. Of ’96? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And you currently work 

Answer. At a counseling clinic 

Question. The name of it? 

Answer [continuing]. Here in Michigan. 

Question. Can you provide the name of it? 

Answer. It is called Access Christian Counseling. 

Question. What do you do there? 

Answer. I am the marketing director. 

Question. You have held that job since last fall? 

Answer. Um-hmm. 

Question. Okay. Let’s just back up a little bit. 

You mentioned your first job after college was with Johnny Chung. When did you 
begin your employment with him? 

Answer. The spring of ’95. 

Question. Can you be any more specific? 

Answer. I believe it was April, end of April. 
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Question. Towards the end of April? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And how long did that go until? 

Answer. I believe I wrote a resignation letter in July. I included that in what I 
gave you. 

Question. What brought you out to Washington, D.C.? 

Answer. I started interning out there the summer of my junior year of college. 
I had an internship at the Supreme Court the fall of ’94. I worked in the Curator’s 
Office. 

And then I also was involved with the American University Washington Semester 
program. I was working on a research project. 

Question. For a semester? 

Answer. Yes. 

After that, I got the internship at the White House, and so I stayed in D.C. my 
senior year, but still graduated from Western. 

Question. Where did you attend school, American? 

Answer. I went to American the first semester, and then I received other credits 
for my internship and papers that I wrote for my second semester credits. 

Question. This would have been for 1995? 

Answer. Um-hmm. 

Question. Okay. The internship that you got with the White House, when did you 
get that? 

Answer. If started January ’95. 

Question. And how did you get that? Did you apply for it? 

Answer. Um-hmm. 

Question. Can you just give me the process of that? 

Answer. There is a standard White House internship process. You fill out an ap- 
plication. I did go for — I wanted to be in the First Lady’s office, and I went and 
spoke with a couple of people on her staff, sort of like informal interviews. 

Question. Was this after you sent in your application? 

Answer. Um-hmm. I think so. This all happened at sort of the same time. And 
then I was placed in Maggie Williams’ office. 

Question. Why did you want to work in the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. Because of my admiration for her and the work that she has done. 

Question. Okay. Did you get any school credit for this internship? 

Answer. I believe so. 

Question. Do you remember how many credits? 

Answer. Not exactly. 

Question. Did you have to write a paper or report at the end of the internship? 

Answer. I don’t think about the internship per se. I think what I wrote — what I 
wrote was actually for the school paper, and I think it was more about student and 
political activism, but I don’t remember exactly. 

Question. And this was something that you became aware of while you were at 
American University? 

Answer. The internship? Yes. 

Question. I am sorry? 

Answer. I knew there were White House interns before that, but I applied the fall 
of ’94. 

Question. The fall of ’94. And you didn’t begin until January ’95. Is that when 
the internships pretty much started? 

Answer. Um-hmm. 

Question. And you said there was an application process. 

Answer. Um-hmm. 

Question. And then you met with a few people in the First Lady’s office? Did you 
happen to know them before you met them? 

Ms. Amerling. You need to have allies. 

The Witness. I am sorry. I knew a girl that interned in the health care war room. 
She told me about her internship, and she sort of helped get me the application and 
sort of showed me the ropes and how to apply and introduced me to some of the 
people that worked in the First Lady’s office. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. And what was her name? 

Answer. Suzy Pollack. 

Question. She was also doing an internship when you were speaking with her? 

Answer. She finished hers in the fall of ’94. 

Question. Who did she introduce you to at the First Lady’s office? 
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Answer. I think she introduced me to Evan Ryan. She was Maggie’s assistant at 
the time. I just went in and she sort of showed me around the office, introduced 
me to 

Question. Is this Ms. Ryan you are talking about? 

Answer. Yes. Suzy Pollack introduced me to Evan Ryan, I think, and maybe Katy 
Button, who was Melanne Verveer’s assistant at the time. The people that I initially 
had an interview with was Elisa Muscatine in speech writing. These were dif- 
ferent — I think that actually went through a different person, Gabriel Bushman. I 
don’t know if these are names you want or not. 

Question. That is fine. I am interested in the process. 

So you met with all these people and spoke with them? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. So was Evan Ryan the only person you mentioned with whom you spoke 
within the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. I had an informal interview with Elisa Muscatine. 

Question. Did she interview all the potential internship applicants? 

Answer. I don’t know what her procedures are. 

Question. Did you interview with anybody else? 

Answer. No, not formally. I spoke with Evan. I think she might have talked to 
me a little bit about what the responsibilities are in the Chief of Staffs office and 
what the interns do there. She was previously an intern and then was hired on. 

Question. Was this a paid or unpaid internship? 

Answer. Unpaid. 

Question. And how long were you an intern in the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. I was an intern and a volunteer in the First Lady’s office. 

Question. At the same time? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. My internship, it started in January of ’95, and ended sometime in April 
of ’95, and I am not exactly positive on exact dates, but then once my internship 
ended, I filled out paperwork to be a White House volunteer. So I had a blue badge, 
and my badge went from intern to volunteer. 

Question. Was it immediate, like you turned in one badge and they gave you an- 
other badge? 

Answer. I imagine. I think so. I might have turned in the badge for the internship 
and then I went on the trip to China, and when I came back — it would have been 
fairly soon. 

Question. Do you recall filling out the paperwork to become a volunteer while you 
were still interning? 

Answer. I don’t remember exactly when I did it. It was a fairly simple form. It 
was mostly contact information. I don’t remember exactly when I filled that out. 

Question. So if I ask you for a time frame, as for when you were a volunteer, can 
you give me one of those? 

Answer. Yes. I was then basically a volunteer spring of ’95 — off and on, I think, 
until the following maybe June of ’96. There were times when I was in between jobs 
and I would go back and volunteer and help out, or if I had extra time doing what- 
ever job I was doing; just because I knew what to do there, I would go and help 
out. 

Question. Let’s go back. Let’s stay with the volunteer. 

Were you a volunteer in the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. Um-hmm. 

Question. So you stayed with the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. Um-hmm. 

Ms. Amerling. When you say um-hmm 

The Witness. Yes. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Did your job duties, responsibilities, vary at all from an intern to a vol- 
unteer? 

Answer. No. The responsibilities varied depending on what was needed. 

Question. And I assume when you were a volunteer, you also did not get paid? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. So when you say “off and on,” did you have like any set hours when 
you were a volunteer or set days you would come in, or how did that work? 

Answer. There wasn’t a specific schedule made out. I guess it was basically de- 
pending on my availability. 
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Question. So it could have been one day a week, or it could have been 5 days a 
week? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you have for yourself any set routine? Did you try to make it in 
so many days a week or anjdhing like that? 

Answer. No. It wasn’t regimented like that. 

Question. It was just random? 

Answer. However my scheduled worked out. 

Question. Okay. And when you are talking about your schedule, because you said 
you were a volunteer in and out with other jobs also, so it was pretty much when- 
ever you had free time you would then volunteer in the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. So the other jobs took precedence? 

Answer. If I had a responsibility to paid employment I had, yes, I was there. 

Question. Okay. Going back to your internship, can you kind of describe for me 
what you did as an intern? What were your responsibilities? 

Answer. Um-hmm. It varied. Mostly answering phones, opening mail; running an 
errand within the White House; dropping off something, say, to the Press Office or 
Correspondence Office; greeting White House staff or guests as they came in, who- 
ever they had meetings with, anyone within the First Lady’s suite. 

I don’t know. Sometimes getting lunches or beverages, that sort of thing. It sort 
of varied. 

Question. Were you the only intern at the time? 

Answer. No, no. There are always many interns. 

Question. There were several others? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Was it like a set number of interns? 

Answer. There were typically two — typically two interns assigned to Maggie’s of- 
fice when I was there, but it did depend on — interns were mostly students, so it 
would depend on their schedules if they were there 5 days a week or 3 days a week 
or off for breaks, that sort of thing. 

There were other interns assigned to other parts of the First Lady’s office, like 
her Press Office, Correspondence Office, Speech Writing. 

Question. You were simply assigned to Maggie Williams’ office? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. So even with your hours for the internship, that was also pretty varied? 

Answer. From January ’95 to April, I was there pretty much 5 days a week. 

Question. Full days? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Was that a requirement for getting credit in school, or was that just 
what was needed? 

Answer. That is how it worked out. Since I wasn’t going back to school, I wasn’t 
taking classes, and I had that time available. 

Question. You were not attending class at the same time? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you have an office or a desk or anything that was your area in the 
First Lady’s office? 

Answer. Not one that was specifically mine, no. 

Question. Where would you normally sit or hang your hat, as the sa 3 dng goes? 

Answer. There is a coat rack when you walk in. I would put my coat there, and 
I would go and there were two desks that were available. Typically there were in- 
terns, and occasionally there were volunteers as well. So if the volunteers were 
there, usually elderly women, they would sit at the desk and answer the phone and 
open the mail. They would sort of have the interns wherever space was available 
to work, file, whatever was needed. 

Question. So you wouldn’t necessarily be sitting at a desk all day answering 
phones or correspondence? 

Answer. No. 

Question. You said this is kind of in the general reception area, like when you 
walk into the First Lady’s office, it is a reception area. Is that generally the area 
you were talking about where you would spend most of your time? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who else was in that area besides volunteers and interns? 

Answer. Evan Ryan. 

Question. That is where her desk was located? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Was there anyone else permanently located in that reception area? 

Answer. No. 
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Question. And I guess if you could explain to me how close from where the recep- 
tion area is to where Maggie Williams’ office is? 

Answer. They are connected by a door. 

Question. So Maggie Williams, her office is right there? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you as an intern have a supervisor or have to report to anybody? 

Answer. Evan was my supervisor. That is who I checked in with, who basically 
assigned the project. 

Question. Was she the supervisor over all interns? 

Answer. Over the interns in Maggie’s office. 

Question. Of course, that is what I meant. I am sorry. 

What about over the volunteers? Was there somebody who kind of oversaw the 
volunteers? 

Answer. Evan did in Maggie’s office. 

Question. So would Evan Ryan then be the one that every day would kind of tell 
you what needed to be done that day, or you would go to her when looking for some- 
thing to do? 

Answer. Um-hmm. Yes. 

Question. Besides the First Lady’s office, did you ever work out of any other loca- 
tion? 

Answer. I helped out in the Press Office, I helped out in the Social Office. I helped 
out a little with whoever was working on Mrs. Clinton’s briefing book, the Research 
office. 

Question. Was this just a day here and there 

Answer. Yes. 

Question [continuing]. If someone needed to be there to help out? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. So it wasn’t anything 

Answer. Regular, no. 

Question. Right. As an intern, did you ever help schedule any events, any White 
House dinners or lunches with the First Lady? 

Answer. Are you asking me if I scheduled those? 

Question. Were you ever involved in doing anything like that? 

Answer. I never scheduled any events, no. 

Question. Who would have scheduled those events? 

Answer. Perhaps the Social Secretary. She was pretty much in charge of the First 
Lady’s social events. 

Question. Would you ever at any time assist in preparing a guest list or helping 
set up, or — I don’t know — anything? 

Answer. I helped out with the Social office, yes. 

Question. Did you ever assist anybody in scheduling events for DNC contributors 
or Clinton-Gore contributors to events in the White House? 

Answer. No. No. The events that I helped out, I helped out an a state dinner. I 
don’t know, I think I was making some calls for some women’s tea thing. I can’t 
remember exactly. But it wasn’t fund-raising that I remember. 

Question. Did you ever help plan any movies that they had at the White House? 

Answer. No, I never got to go to those. 

Question. That is too bad. 

How about any of the photos with the First Lady? 

Answer. What about them? 

Question. Did you ever help plan any photo sessions with the First Lady? 

Answer. I never planned anjdhing for the First Lady. I helped out at whatever. 
I did help out at event where she was at, where the White House photographer may 
have been at. 

Question. Were you involved at all with any of the — what are called now the 
“White House coffees” that Mrs. Clinton would have attended? 

Answer. To my knowledge, those started after I left. I didn’t know of any of those 
going on when I was there. 

Question. Okay. And then you said, pretty much your job duties and responsibil- 
ities really didn’t change once your internship was over and you became a volun- 
teer? 

Answer. No. 

Question. They pretty much stayed the same? 

Answer. Um-hmm. 

Question. You mentioned earlier that you began your emplo 3 mient with Johnny 
Chung around the end of April, 1995. 

Answer. Um-hmm. 

Question. Is that correct, to the best of your knowledge? 
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Answer. Um-hmm. 

Question. The time period you were working for Johnny Chung, from the end of 
April of ’95 to July of ’95, you were also a volunteer in the First Lady’s office; is 
that correct? 

Answer. I have a question for you. 

Mr. Zacks. Off the record. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

Mr. Zacks. Can you read back the last question, Mr. Reporter? 

[The reporter read back, as requested.] 

The Witness. Yes. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Your answer is yes to that? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. If we can just discuss that a little bit, because I know you mentioned 
you were a volunteer in the spring of ’95. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And your internship ended in April of ’95. 

Answer. Um-hmm. 

Question. I am just tr 3 dng to make sure I have a time frame. 

Ms. Amercing. When you say um-hmm, you mean yes? 

Ms. Safavian. We have to make sure we get a verbal response. 

If you want to explain that to me? 

The Witness. Can you repeat that? 

examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. I am just trying to get an understanding as to the time period from 
when you went from an intern to a volunteer in the First Lady’s office, and when 
you first started working for Johnny Chung, if you can kind of give me a sequential 
of all that happened. 

Answer. Okay. I would have started volunteering when my internship ended, 
whatever specific date in April that was; I don’t remember exactly. My internship 
would have ended when I started employment for Johnny Chung, which was, I be- 
lieve, at the end of April. 

Question. So your internship would have gone from the beginning of January to 
the end of April. It would have been from like the second day of January to the 
end of April? 

Mr. Zacks. Just so the record is clear. Counsel, I think she has indicated she is 
not sure of the exact date in April, but she believes, to the best of her recollection, 
it was towards the end of April. 

The Witness. Yes. Internships are roughly a semester. It depends on schools and 
dates. It is not, you have to be here from this date to this date. 

examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. It is normally maybe a certain number of dates or hours or something 
for most internships? Anyway, you think it is pretty much from the beginning of 
January to the end of April? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. You said you would have gone from that immediately into the volunteer 
program at the White House? 

Answer. Yes, whenever the internship ended. 

Question. So you would — while you were still an intern towards the ends of April, 
you had already filled out the paperwork necessary to become a volunteer; is that 
correct? 

Answer. I don’t know if I filled out the paperwork while I was an intern. I could 
have. I think my internship was supposed to go until the end of April. I was hired 
by Johnny sometime in April, so that cut my plans short of completing the intern- 
ship scheduled to last through the end of April. I believe we went to China at like 
the last week of April, so that was sort of my first project in working for him. 

It might have been when I came back from that trip that I decided I wanted to 
still volunteer in the First Lady’s office and I might have filled out the volunteer 
paperwork then. 

Question. So you cut your internship short, you believe? 

Answer. I don’t remember exactly what dates the internship was scheduled to run 
for. 

Mr. Zacks. Excuse me. 

[Discussion off the record.] 
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Ms. Safavian. Back on the record. 

Oh, will you read the last question back, please. 

[The reporter read back, as requested.] 

The Witness. I don’t know exactly what dates. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. That is fine. Just give me what you can recall or your best recollection. 

You mentioned that you went on a trip to China with Johnny Chung at the end 
of April. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. I believe, going through some of the documents that you produced today, 
I did see a travel itinerary. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. We don’t have it in front of us right now, but was that the trip you took 
to China with Johnny Chung? 

Ms. Amerling. Was what the trip? Excuse me. 

Ms. Safavian. The itinerary you produced this morning. 

The Witness. That schedule was created in China, yes. 

examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. Once we get it back, it will be clearer. That might have a date on it 
then. 

Answer. Sure. I think I have plane tickets too that show. I think I got there a 
day or two before the Oklahoma bombing, because I remember that was on TV 
there. I was so surprised, but I was watching it over there. 

Question. Okay. We will get back to the trip to China. But you believe, when you 
returned from your trip to China, that you then decided you wanted to become a 
volunteer in the First Lady’s office, and that is pretty much when that started? 

Mr. Zacks. Counsel, just so the record is clear, I believe what she previously testi- 
fied to was that she is not sure whether she filled out the volunteer forms while 
still an intern, but it is possible she did it upon her return from China. 

The Witness. Yes. 


examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. In either case, you believe you began to volunteer after your trip to 
China? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did Johnny Chung know that you were volunteering at the White 
House while you were working for him? 

Answer. I believe so. 

Question. Did he have a problem with that? 

Answer. Not to my knowledge, no. 

Question. Let me ask it this way. Did you ask him if that was okay, if you volun- 
teered at the White House? 

Answer. I don’t remember asking him for permission to volunteer at the White 
House. 

Question. Did he encourage you to do that? 

Answer. No. 

Question. When you filled out the paperwork to become a volunteer, did you also 
have to include that your other employment was with Johnny Chung at AISI? 

Answer. I don’t remember. From what I remember from that form, it was fairly 
simple. The paperwork for the internship was very lengthy and complex, but I don’t 
know if I got a simpler version because they already had all of my other background 
information or what. 

Question. Did anyone else in the First Lady’s office know that you were, while 
you were a volunteer, also working with Johnny Chung? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who would that have been? 

Answer. Who in the First Lady’s office knew? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. Evan Ryan knew I worked for Maggie — I mean, I worked for Johnny. 
Maggie knew. I know that those two knew for sure. I don’t — anyone would have 
known, Melanne Verveer would have known. Liz Boyer. She was in research, so I 
don’t know if she did. She did the briefing book. 

Question. Nicole Rabner? 

Answer. R-A-B-N-E-R. 

Question. Where did she work? 
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Answer. She was Melanne’s assistant. 

Question. Where was she working? 

Answer. Melanne Rivera is the Deputy Chief of Staff. 

Question. So they are both right in the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Okay. Anybody else who may have known? 

Answer. Those are the people that may have known. 

Question. Are these the only ones you spoke to about it? 

Answer. Those are the ones I worked with most closely. 

Question. Did any of the people you just mentioned have a problem with you vol- 
unteering at the White House while you were also working for Johnny Chung? 

Answer. Not that was verbalized to me. 

Question. Did anyone suggest that that needed to be checked out with the Na- 
tional Security Council or somebody else in the White House who needed to approve 
that? 

I don’t know what the process is. 

Answer. My volunteer activities were approved. I didn’t receive any hesitation or 
negative feedback from anybody while I was working there, if that is what you 
mean. 

Question. Okay. Can you tell me when you first met Johnny Chung, if you can 
recall? 

Answer. I don’t know the date. It was sometime when he came into the First 
Lady’s reception area. I don’t know what he was doing at the White House, but he 
came into the office and the whole office was introduced to him, or whoever was 
there that day. 

Question. And who introduced him? 

Answer. I think Maggie did. 

Question. And do you recall — she just what, took him around and introduced him 
to everybody or how did that go? 

Answer. She came into the reception area, I believe she was going into her office. 
On her way into her office, she said something — he wasn’t right with her, because 
she came in and said something about this — some big DNC donor, you know, the 
name is Johnny Chung, say hi to him, or something like that. It was sort of along 
those lines. I don’t know if she was getting ready to go to a meeting or what. 

Question. Was he kind of behind her, walking in the door? 

Answer. He came in behind her, because I remember she came in first and said 
that to us, and then he came in after that. 

Question. I mean, was it so much after that, that maybe he didn’t hear her give 
that introduction? 

Answer. No, I don’t think so, no. 

Question. So she said, you know, here is Johnny Chung, a big DNC donor? 

Answer. It is just kind of like, I can’t — I am not supposed to 

Question. Just generally. 

Answer. Right. She said this guy is coming in, he is a big DNC donor. She said, 
his name is Johnny Chung. Just kind of letting us know who was coming into the 
office next. 

Question. He was pretty much right behind her? 

Answer. After she said that, then he came in. I mean, it was a flow. It wasn’t 
like 

Question. It wasn’t like she for warned you guys and said at 10 o’clock today we 
have this person coming in? 

Answer. Not at all. It is like she was walking into her office, along the way, she 
told the people in the reception area, “This big DNC donor is coming in,” and he 
was right there behind her. 

Question. That was the first time you met him? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Had you seen him around the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. Never. 

Question. I know it is hard to recall exactly when that was. Can you give me a 
general time frame? 

Answer. My guess would be the end of March, early April, sometime around there. 

Question. Okay. Was this also — if you know this, was this the first time that Evan 
Ryan would have met Johnny Chung? 

Answer. I have no idea. 

Question. Do you recall Ms. Williams introducing Evan Ryan to Johnny Chung? 

Answer. It wasn’t a formal situation. I couldn’t even tell you who else was there. 
I couldn’t even say for sure if Evan was standing there at that time. My sense is 
there were other either interns or volunteers, because I wasn’t the only one there. 
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Maggie sort of came in, said it, and people were like shaking his hand and stuff. 
That kind of thing. 

Question. Was he alone? 

Answer. I can’t remember that. I think that time he may have been, but I am 
not positive. 

Question. Okay. So you shook his hand, he introduced himself to you? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Had you heard anything about him prior to Ms. Williams announcing 
him? 

Answer. No, I had no idea who he was. 

Question. What did you think of him, your first impression? 

Answer. He was an Asian man that came into the office that apparently gave a 
lot of money to the DNC. 

Question. Did he stay very long that day? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you recall? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you recall what he did? 

Answer. No. Actually, I mean — yes, I don’t know. 

Question. So that was the first time you met him. After that, were there people 
in the office who talked about him? Did you start to hear more about Johnny 
Chung? 

Answer. Yes. I mean, he was sort of, I would say, kind of an irritant to the people 
in the office. 

Question. Why would you say that? 

Answer. He didn’t really do anything, but he just kept showing up. It is sort of 
like, you know, people would roll their eyes and say, oh, Johnny is here, or it is 
Johnny, or something along those lines. I mean, it wasn’t anything, you know. 

Question. Would he just appear, or like did you guys know he was coming over? 
Would he call first? 

Answer. Well, he would have to get cleared in, so I wouldn’t necessarily know how 
much advance notice other people had. I think I probably typically saw him — I 
never knew when I was an intern there when he was coming or not. He was just 
there. 

Question. So it was always a surprise to you 

Answer. Yes. 

Question [continuing]. When you would see him? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you have the ability to wave somebody into the White House? 

Answer. No. Only staff members can do that. 

Question. So Johnny Chung never called you and asked you to get him clearance 
into the White House? 

Answer. No, no. I couldn’t do that. 

Question. Do you know who he would normally call to do that? 

Answer. My sense is that he called a lot of people, like he made sure when he 
came in that he talked to as many people as he could. I mean, just from the en- 
trance of the OEOB, getting to the First Lady’s office, he always had to stop in 
every office and shake hands and kibitz and do his thing. 

So I think he called the First Lady’s office a lot, and I don’t know if he would 
call Evan specifically or Maggie specifically or other people. I don’t know. 

Question. Okay. When somebody would call or get cleared to get into the OEOB, 
did somebody have to greet them at the door and say, bring them to the First Lady’s 
office, or they just found their own way to the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. Johnny tended to find his own way. 

If somebody was cleared in, are you asking in general? 

Question. Start with general. 

Answer. In general, if somebody is cleared in and, to my knowledge, if nothing 
shows up on their record, then they can just show their ID and get their appoint- 
ment badge and walk in. 

I think if something shows up on their record, then they would send one of us 
down to go escort them. 

Question. What kind of things would show up that would require an escort? 

Answer. I never knew exactly. I think it could be something pretty minor, like 
somebody has ever been — I don’t know. 

I don’t know, but I remember asking one time, why did someone need an escort, 
because they have been here for meetings before and that sort of thing. I thought 
that is what I was told. 
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But typically, if you are cleared in, you know the room you are going to, you can 
just go. 

Question. More specifically with Johnny Chung, did he require an escort or kind 
of found his own way to the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. I believe he typically found his own way. I don’t know, I am not saying 
there were never times — he may have been escorted. I don’t know — I can’t recall 
specifically if it was like a necessary thing that he needed an escort, if it was like 
an ego thing. 

Question. An ego thing? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Like, for instance, he would prefer to have an escort? 

Answer. It is not even — I mean, if there was — to send somebody out of courtesy, 
if you had that, an intern sitting there with nothing to do, let’s say. I don’t know. 

Question. So you had been asked before to escort somebody, not necessarily John- 
ny Chung, but you had done that before when you were an intern? 

Answer. I would go down and pick people up at the front door, yes. Or packages. 

Question. Did you ever do that for Johnny Chung? 

Answer. I don’t remember specifically. Yet it seems like it. It is honestly hazy. 
There were times when he would come with other people. I don’t know if at that 
point he needed an escort. I can’t remember. 

Question. Do you recall how soon after your first, very first meeting him, would 
you say that you then saw him again? 

Answer. That I don’t know. To give you an idea, it was sort of like, when he was 
in town, you saw him a lot. Then when he was out of town, he was out your hair 
kind of thing. 

So I know that is not very specific, but that is sort of how he functions, too, or 
at least how he functioned then. 

Question. You mentioned people started to think of him as an irritant. 

Answer. That was my personal sense. 

Question. Of what people were feeling? 

Answer. If I am allowed to say what other people are feeling. 

Question. That is your sense of what you thought they were feeling; is that cor- 
rect? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you feel that he was starting to become an irritant? 

Answer. Yes. He was annoying, definitely. 

Question. Why so? Just because he kept showing up? 

Answer. He kept showing up, yes. People had work to do, and he sort of seemed 
to want to sit there and talk or shake hands or be catered to or introduce you to 
someone, and everybody else was busy meeting these phone calls. 

Mr. Zacks. Off the record. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

Ms. Safavian. Back on the record. If at any time you want to take a break, just 
let me know. 

Mr. Zacks. Excuse me, off the record. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Back on the record. 

We were just discussing everyone’s feelings towards Johnny Chung because he 
kept appearing. I may have asked you how you felt about him, and if you want to 
just repeat that? 

Answer. Johnny was a hassle. He tended to demand a lot of attention, sort of, 
even without asking for it. Without asking for it directly anyways. I don’t know, I 
liked what I normally did in the First Lady’s office with whatever project we were 
working on, and, you know, like things sort of stopped when, as things would with 
any character that walks in the office. 

There were certain people that you just kind of stopped for and catered to; and 
when he was in town, he was one of them. 

Question. Was that because you were told to do that, or that is just what hap- 
pened? 

Answer. It is more what happened. I mean, you know, we were trained to be very 
courteous to whoever called in, whoever came into the office, how we treated peo- 
ple — we represented the First Lady’s office. So I used the manners I was trained 
to. 

Question. Do you happen to know how Evan Ryan felt about Johnny Chung? 
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Answer. My guess would be similarly. Evan had a lot of work to do, being 
Maggie’s assistant, and when Johnny came in, as when anyone would come in, she 
would be very courteous and stop and she would give them the attention that they 
required. 

It is not like Johnny was somebody we were, like, excited to see, like, great, John- 
ny is in town this week. It wasn’t anything like that. 

Question. Did anybody ever complain to Maggie Williams or anybody about his 
constant interruptions or how everyone felt about him? 

Answer. I don’t know if any direct complaints to Maggie were made about him. 
It was sort of like the buzz in the office. 

Actually, other people could come in and out. They could go back and do their 
work. It was sort of that main reception area that a few of us couldn’t really leave 
quite as easily or say we had meetings to go to, being interns. 

Question. Did you personally ever complain to anybody about him? 

Answer. About like how frequently he showed up? No. I didn’t do that about any- 
body that came into the office. 

Question. Okay. What would he normally do when he came to the First Lady’s 
office? 

Answer. I don’t know exactly. If he was with people, he would come in the recep- 
tion area in the First Lady’s offices, people like coming into it. There are huge, 
colorful photographs of the First Lady from whatever trips or event she has been 
at, and they love coming in and looking at the photos and talking about them. And 
there is a very large conference room that is also filled with these photos, and he 
would come in and show his guests around and show them photos and that sort of 
thing. 

That is what I basically saw. That was the area that I functioned in. 

Question. And did he normally always have guests with him? 

Answer. He did both. He would come by himself or he had guests. 

Question. Who would he — was there anyone in particular in the First Lady’s office 
who he would kind of go right towards and speak with? 

Answer. Ideally, he would probably want to see Maggie, but she was not always 
available. Again, this is my guess; I mean, because if he is going to go to someone, 
he is going to want to go to the top. Maggie is the top person in Mrs. Clinton’s office. 
So I think Evan would get stuff, being like the next one in line, always sort of sta- 
tioned at her desk there. Him knowing that she has access to Maggie. 

Question. How did you get to know him pretty well? 

Answer. From his visits to the First Lady’s office. He would talk about trips that 
he had taken or whatever, and so I sort of sat there and listened to him, whatever 
story, whatever pictures he was showing. He was really big on pictures. 

Question. He would bring in pictures? 

Answer. I think so. I think that is where I saw — he brought this one delegation 
in, I cannot remember if I saw — I saw pictures of his trip to San Francisco with 
some Asian delegation, and I don’t know if he brought those into the First Lady’s 
office. 

I remember a lot of people that he brought to San Francisco, or at least some, 
were a group he brought to D.C. 

Question. So he would tell you about his trips. He would spend a lot of time talk- 
ing to you? 

Answer. To whoever, yes. 

Question. Okay. Did he ever tell you then what his business was, what he did for 
a living? 

Answer. Oh, yes. 

Question. What did he tell you about that? 

Answer. He was very proud of his, you know, “super fax machine” that can simul- 
taneously fcix millions of copies around the world. This is paraphrasing, but this is 
sort of the gist of what he would talk about. He would start name dropping of all 
these people that were his clients. Governor of California, the guy that owns 
Wendy’s, whatever. He might have brought in some of the, I don’t know if he 
brought in these booklets. 

Question. The AISI brochures? 

Answer. Yes. I don’t think that was in it then, the pictures. He is, like, very proud 
of being this engineer from UCLA, who used to own seven computer stores, to build 
this machine, how he went close to bankrupt and had to like sell all these stores 
just to believe in his dream; and his wife was sa}dng, you are crazy, you can’t do 
this, but he believed in his dream and finally got this machine to work, and has 
this super fax machine. 
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Question. I know you said the first time you met him, you believe was at the end 
of March, possibly April, of 1995. Do you recall Johnny Chung bringing a delegation 
of Chinese businessmen to the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. That was — I can give you the date — that was March 9th, 1995. 

Answer. Oh, was it? 

Question. Does that help you at all determine when you may have first met him? 

Answer. I would guess — I think the first time I met him, he was by himself, is 
when he came into the office. Soon after that, I remember him coming in with this 
delegation. 

Question. So that couldn’t have been the first time that you met him? 

Answer. Not with the delegation. Honestly, it could have been like a morning and 
afternoon thing. It could have been like a week-to-week thing, a next-day thing. I 
don’t remember. 

But I do remember the first time seeing him, Maggie saying, this is a big DNC 
donor, and then I remember after that, this delegation coming in. 

Question. Could it have been the next day? 

Answer. It could have been. 

Question. What do you recall about this Chinese delegation — did you meet the del- 
egation? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who introduced them to you? 

Answer. Probably Johnny. Again, it was not any sort of formal event. I remember 
them all standing there. None of them spoke English, to my knowledge. Meeting 
them, shaking their hands. I imagine all the people in the office did, too. I remem- 
ber them going through the conference room looking at the pictures. 

Question. Do you recall how long they stayed in the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. No, laut not long. Most of his visits were sort of like the superficial tour 
kind of agenda, lack of agenda. There is no agenda there, to my knowledge. 

Question. Did the delegation give you any of their business cards? 

Answer. I don’t remember them doing that then. It seemed like a bunch of old 
men looking around. There was one young guy in it, and that was it. 

Question. Okay. Do you recall them giving their business cards to anybody at that 
time? 

Answer. I don’t recall. I don’t think so. It seemed more like once we got to China, 
people were dealing cards like it is Vegas. 

Question. Are you aware that the Chinese delegation that day, March 9th, re- 
ceived a tour of the White House, had lunch in the White House mess, and had their 
photos taken with Mrs. Clinton? 

Answer. They had that that day? 

Question. Yes. 

Ms. Amerling. Counsel, have we established that it was March 9th she is dis- 
cussing? 

Ms. Safavian. Well, I have. I mean, I can show you a record that shows he was 
there on March 9th and an L.A. Times article that discusses March 9th as the day. 

The Witness. I don’t remember what day. Johnny certainly brought — I remember 
specifically, though, this initial delegation with approximately 10 people in it, 10 
men in it. But I don’t remember the date. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Let me show you a photo that is in the AISI brochure, one of the bro- 
chures you brought this morning. It includes a photo of the Chinese delegation that 
I am speaking about, with the First Lady. All their names are listed at the bottom. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. It does not provide a date. 

Ms. Amerling. Let the record reflect another person has entered the room. Can 
we hold on the deposition? 

That person has now left the room. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Is do you recall, is this the same Chinese delegation we are speaking 
about? 

Answer. I believe so. And then — I take that back, because I know one guy speaks 
English. 

Question. Who would that be? 

Answer. I don’t know any of their names. The second one from the left. 

Question. Okay. In the picture? 
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Answer. Yes. 

Question. Hmm, it is kind of hard to tell exactly who that would be, because he 
doesn’t seem to list them. 

Answer. He was, to my knowledge, the translator. 

Question. He is the translator. 

Answer. I don’t know if they didn’t put him in. Is that Vice Premier Lee, the guy 
to his right? 

Question. Right next to Hillary’s left on her picture? 

Answer. On her right. 

Question. You said Li? 

Answer. I thought Vice Premier — anyway, he most likely is his translator. But I 
don’t remember talking to any of them. It was more like walking into the First 
Lady’s office, shake some hands, show some pictures. I didn’t particularly know that 
they had a picture taken with the First Lady. That is not the reception area. 

Question. That is not the reception area? 

Answer. The First Lady’s office. 

Question. The gentleman that you identified or were trying to identify standing 
next to Mrs. Clinton, let me show you a document, EOP 029612, and tell me, it is 
just a black and white, if this is you believe the same guy you are speaking about 
in the color photo with Mrs. Clinton? 

Answer. I mean, it looks similar. 

Question. Okay. Just to identify the name on the photo, is Zheng, Z-H-E-N-G, and 
I will spell the last name, H-O-N-G-Y-E. We can mark this as Exhibit Number 1. 

Ms. Amerling. This being the EOP document? 

Ms. Safavian. That is correct. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-1 was marked for identification.] 

[Note. — All exhibits referred to can be found at end of deposi- 
tion.] 

Ms. Amerling. So the record is clear, can we give the photo an exhibit number 
as well? 

Ms. Safavian. We will have to get a copy made of that. 

Mr. Zacks. Okay. Do you want it now? 

Ms. Safavian. We can do it at the end. 

Ms. Amerling. We can do it at the end. 

Ms. Safavian. The group photo of Mrs. Clinton will be Exhibit Number GR-2. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-2 was marked for identification.] 

examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. So, Ms. Ratliffe, these photos I am showing you right now, GR-1 and 
GR-2, this is the Chinese delegation we were previously speaking about, correct? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And did you answer before that you recall that they had a White House 
tour, lunch in the White House mess and a photo with Mrs. Clinton? 

Answer. I wasn’t aware specifically. It doesn’t surprise me, but I didn’t know that 
for sure. 

Question. Okay. So that day, you as an intern didn’t have to do an 3 dhing with 
the delegation to get them from one place to the next or assist in an 3 rway? 

Answer. No, not that I remember. I remember meeting them in the office, defi- 
nitely, in the First Lady’s reception area. 

Question. Do you recall Evan Ryan or Maggie Williams discussing this delegation 
at any time? 

Answer. No. 

Well, at any time? There was talk of Johnny and his delegation. Anything specific, 
I don’t remember them sa 3 dng anything specific about them. 

If you want to ask me something else about it? 

Question. What do you mean by, there was talk about the delegation? 

Answer. I mean, Johnny and delegation. Johnny always had some delegation 
going on. That is how he used it, anyways. 

Question. So you don’t recall any specific discussions or conversations about this 
Chinese delegation, the photos you are looking at? 

Answer. No. No. 

Question. Okay. Do you — how many times that day did you see Johnny Chung 
and the Chinese delegation? 

Answer. All I remember specifically was in, like, the First Lady’s reception area; 
it is connected to her conference room. I don’t know. 

Question. How many times do you recall seeing them that day? 
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Answer. One. 

Question. Just one time? 

Answer. The delegation. Johnny came back, and I don’t know if it was later that 
day — what day of the week was March 9th? Was that a Friday, by any chance? 

Question. I believe it was a Thursday. 

Answer. Because Johnny came back at one point and he tried — he wanted to get 
them into the President’s radio address. I don’t know if it was like later that day 
or the next day or what. A radio address would have been Saturday. I remember 
he was like hustling to try to make this happen. 

Question. So you recall him coming back that same day, trying to get them into 
a radio address? 

Answer. I don’t remember if it was that day or the next day. It was after this 
delegation had been brought in. 

Question. Let me just show you, these are WAVE records. Have you ever seen 
WAVE records before? 

Answer. Not like this. 

Question. What I have handed you is the year 1995, and I turned to March of 
1995 for you. If you will notice, it shows those dates in the — actually, I am sorry — 
in the first column on the left. 

Ms. Amerling. Which page? 

Ms. Safavian. EOF 8683, and it shows that Johnny Chung entered the White 
House on 3-8-1995, he was requested in by Bailey, and he visited Bailey in room 
174. Do you see that? That is the second line. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. First of all, do you know who Bailey is? 

Answer. No, I was just wondering that. 

Question. And then you see the next entry is 3-9, and it shows that he is re- 
quested in by Ryan, and he visited Ryan in room 100. 

Answer. That is the reception area. 

Question. And if you look further, it looks like — well, according to these WAVE 
records, he entered the White House on 3-9 two times. If you look further down, 
there is another 3-9 entry, again requested and visited Ryan? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. The next day right under that there is a 3-10 entry. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. You see it is requested by and visited Tarmey. Who is this? 

Answer. That was Marge Tarmey. She was another one of Maggie’s assistants. 
She sat in Maggie’s office. 

Question. Does this help refresh your recollection at all as to when he may have 
come back, trying to schedule this radio address? 

Answer. Not particularly. Like Johnny just was there a lot. Like he kind of 
bopped in and out. It wasn’t ever a set thing; it wasn’t ever scheduled. I never really 
knew ahead of time. But I remember him wanting to get this delegation into the 
radio address. 

Question. Did he speak with you about that? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. What did he ask of you? 

Answer. I don’t know if he asked me specifically if I could help him get in. He 
was talking about wanting to get them into the radio address, and I think that was 
the first — I knew the President gave his radio address, but I didn’t know people 
could go in and watch it. 

I think he said something about wanting pictures, because then they would get 
pictures with the President, and I didn’t know that that was part of radio address 
procedures either. I think I told him that — I would have said, I am certainly not 
the person that can get you into that. He said, oh, forget about it; and he sat and 
like made some phone calls, I think, right there, there is like a little table and 
chairs, and I don’t know exactly who he would have called to try and get him into 
the radio address. 

Question. Did he mention anything further once he got off the telephone? 

Answer. No. 

Question. He didn’t mention, oh, never mind, I have taken care of it? 

Answer. Oh, I don’t remember exactly. I knew — I remember knowing that he had 
succeeded with making this happen. I don’t know if it was — I don’t think he found 
out right then, so I don’t know. I don’t know if he came in the next day or some- 
thing, and if I would have said, oh, did things work out for you at the radio address; 
and he said, yes. 
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But it is not like he made a phone call, got ten foreign businessmen cleared in, 
all set, ready to go for a radio address, and hung up the phone and said, yes, I took 
care of this. 

Question. That didn’t happen? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did he speak with anybody else in the First Lady’s office, to your knowl- 
edge, about trying to get them into the radio address? 

Answer. I don’t know about that. Not to my knowledge. 

Question. Do you know whether or not he did get into the radio address? 

Answer. Yes, to my knowledge, he did. 

Question. How do you know that? 

Answer. Because I think he told me that he got in. Like I said, afterwards he said 
it worked out. But I think he told me before he actually went to the address. That 
is why I was asking if March 9th was a Friday, because I remember he had like 
a short time. He was trying to make this happen and was kind of nervous — I don’t 
know if that is the right word, but very “anxious” to get his delegation in to meet 
with the President. 

Question. And you said that radio addresses are held on Saturday? 

Answer. Saturday mornings. 

Question. If you turn to the next page in the WAVES that I gave you, 005038, 
it is a little harder to read, but you can make out the seventh entry down, it shows 
Johnny Chung visiting POTUS, which stands for President of the United States. It 
shows that the date is 3-11, and it was requested in by Crawford, and it is in the 
West Wing, “WW.” 

That is 3-11, that would be a Saturday? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. So 3-9 would be a Thursday. Does that help you then? 

Answer. With what? 

Question. With trying to figure out the time period? You were wondering if it was 
a Friday? 

Answer. Apparently it was a Thursday. 

Question. Does that help you at all with when you believe Johnny Chung came 
back and talked to you about the radio address? 

Answer. No. If he was only there on Thursday, then it must have been — actually, 
did he come in 

Question. He was in on the 10th. If you turn to 008663 

Answer. He was in the previous day? 

Question. Tarmey, requested by Tarmey, and visited in room 100? 

Answer. It could have been then. Did he come in after the radio address? 

Question. The previous page also shows that he was in 3-13, 3-14? 

Answer. So he could have told me then too. If I had to guess, it would have been 
that he told me before. 

Question. He would have told you before he actually went to the radio address? 

Answer. That it worked out. 

Question. And why? Any particular reason why you believe it was before? 

Answer. My sense that he was — I remember him, I remember the chair he was 
sitting in, and the fury, trying to make these phone calls and get the delegation in. 
Then he hung up the phone, whatever. My sense is if I would have seen him 
again — soon, before it happened — I would have said, oh, did things work out — sort 
of follow through on any project I would have been dealing with. 

And I thought that he told me that it did work out, and I seem to remember it 
being before, as opposed to after. 

Question. Okay. That is fine. Did he say anything further to you besides, it 
worked out, or did you ask him anything that you recall? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. That is pretty much most of the conversation that you remember? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Okay. Did he happen to mention to you how he got into the radio ad- 
dress? 

Answer. I think he did. I think he might have told me who he called, and I can’t 
remember exactly. I know he worked with, or I know that he tried to work with 
Ann McCoy, who was sort of — she is the White House visitor’s something or other, 
and she would show people around, including him. 

Question. She would give tours of the White House? 

Answer. Yes. So I don’t know if it was Ann McCoy that he worked with on that 
or not, but she seemed like to be another point person he would try to hook up with 
to try to show his people around. 
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Question. Do you recall if he would have mentioned that he contacted somebody 
at the DNC? 

Answer. I don’t know. Johnny would always talking about all of his friends every- 
where, and he is a big name dropper. So it is kind of a blur whenever he would. 
I don’t remember. 

Question. That is fine. 

Ms. Safavian. I would like to mark for the record the WAVES records, years ’94, 
’95 and 1996 as GR-3. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-3 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Did anyone else in the Eirst Lady’s office ever speak about the delega- 
tion getting into the radio address? 

Answer. I think afterwards I heard talk about it. 

Question. Do you recall at all what you heard? 

Answer. As far as him getting into it? I mean, it is not 

Question. Anything, if there was anything you recall about discussions held in the 
First Lady’s office about the delegation getting into the radio address. 

Answer. Not about getting into the radio address. The photos that were taken 
during it were, to my knowledge, immediately released. 

Again, I am not positive on all of this. I seem to remember that the NSC had 
hesitation about releasing them, and this might have been like more than a month 
later and they hadn’t gotten them, and Johnny wanted the pictures. So I think there 
was like talk about — I don’t know if Johnny was calling the First Lady’s office, bug- 
ging them, I want these pictures, I want these pictures; and there was like talk 
about that sort of thing. 

Question. Let me show you another exhibit, this is an April 5th, 1995, letter from 
Johnny Chung to Ms. Williams, the Bates Stamp is JCH15013. If you will just take 
a quick look at that. 

Answer. All right. 

Question. Do you recall ever seeing this letter before today? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Were you aware that Johnny Chung had contacted Maggie Williams 
about trying to get these photos? 

Answer. I don’t know that I knew that Johnny contacted her specifically. I know 
that he was — in his flurry, his anxious flurry of trying to accomplish whatever he 
was doing, I seem to remember him making phone calls to lots of people — like, I 
want these pictures, I want these pictures. 

Question. Did Maggie Williams ever ask you to look into this issue for her? 

Answer. Me to look into the photos? No. 

Question. Okay. Let me mark this letter as GR— 4. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR— 4 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. I am going to hand you some phone message slips, if you would take 
a look at those. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. If you look at the first message slip, EOF 059024, it is addressed to 
Evan, dated 4-3, and on the prior page — it is hard to read — it gives the time period, 
and the year is 1995. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. It shows that he called on 4-3 around 4:50, and in the message at the 
bottom of the message slip it says, it looks like “Re: Pictures. (Actually he called 
for Gina, who wasn’t here, and then he asked for you.)" 

Answer. Um-hmm. 

Question. Did you ever, did Johnny Chung ever contact you about these photos? 

Answer. I remember — I don’t remember. I will tell you, what I do remember, first, 
was when this was still during my internship, but when I actually started working 
for him, he still hadn’t gotten these photos. So right before — I had accepted a posi- 
tion for him, and we were going to be leaving for China, and he was going nuts to 
get these photos for the trip; and it was at that point then — no, I don’t think I was 
actually in the First Lady’s Office then. I don’t know if I would have called Evan 
saying, Johnny wants these pictures, or can you tell us about that, that sort of 
thing. 

Question. Are you talking about, after the fact, once you started working for him? 

Answer. Once I started working for Johnny. I was in D.C., he was in L.A. I was 
getting ready to fly to L.A. before we left for China, and he wanted me to come with 
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these pictures. And I think, I don’t know if he had been calling DNC folks to try 
and get any leverage or whatever, but nothing seemed to be budging. 

Again, I don’t know. It seemed they were holding on to them for whatever rea- 
sons, national security. But then I did end up picking up the photos from — this is 
not when I was an intern, because I remember taking a cab and running into the 
West Wing to pick up this package before I left for L.A. 

Question. Do you recall when that was? 

Answer. It would have been right before we left for China, which should have 
been towards the end of April. 

Question. Did you — if you look at — actually, let me finish with this document first. 

So you were still in the White House doing your internship on this 4-3 message 
slip? 

Answer. To my knowledge. 

Question. It does appear he tried to contact you about these photos? 

Answer. Yes. Johnny would — well, I don’t know — I don’t know that he was nec- 
essarily calling me for these photos. He could have — I don’t know when we exactly 
had started talking about my potential employment. So I don’t know if he knew I 
could be reached there. Because there was a time span after he offered me the job, 
that I said I wanted to think about things. 

I don’t know if he was calling to get in touch with me about that or what exactly. 
So if he was calling regarding the pictures in general, and it is a side note that he 
was calling for me too 

Question. So you don’t personally have any personal recollection that he called you 
about the photos? 

Answer. That I was some sort of contact person about the pictures, no. 

Question. If you look back at GR-4, the Maggie Williams letter that Johnny 
Chung wrote, it does mention in the letter, in the first paragraph, a couple of sen- 
tences down — I had it; in the next paragraph — “I am going to China next week and 
I do need to bring those pictures with me.” 

Does that 

Answer. But this letter is April 5th — the next week — I really thought I was in 
China sometime around April 25th. 

Question. Once we get that — perhaps we have gotten it. 

Answer. That is when I went to L.A., the next day. 

Question. You are looking right now at a Tops International Travel itinerary, one 
of the documents that you brought with you today? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And it shows an April 12th date. It shows you leaving L.A. and you 
were going to arrive the next day in Tokyo, on April 13th, 1995. 

Answer. That is when it would have been. 

Question. That refreshes your recollection as to when it was? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Is that a yes? 

Answer. My recollection was, for some reason I had the 25th in my head. That 
is definitely when I went to China. 

Question. Okay. I was going to say, there are two itineraries here. The second one 
actually has your name on it. The first one has Johnny Chung’s name on it. The 
second one says Gina Ratliffe. The two of you traveled together to China? 

Answer. On the same flight, yes. 

Question. And it looks like you left, then, April 12th and you returned April 25th? 

Answer. Maybe that is why that date sticks out. 

Question. That could be. Why don’t we 

Ms. Safavian. First of all, I would like to mark the message slips as Number GR- 
5. Then I would like to mark the itinerary travel slips from Tops International Trav- 
el, the one for Johnny Chung as GR-6 and the one for Gina Ratliffe as GR-7, just 
so we don’t get confused. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit Nos. GR-5 and GR-6 were marked for identification.] 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-7 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Now that we have established that you left L.A. to go to Tokyo on April 
12th, does that help you at all place when you may have picked up the photos? 

Answer. If I left on the 1 1th, I probably would have gotten them on the 10th. 

Ms. Amerling. I think it was the 12th, according to this itinerary. 

The Witness. That I left for L.A.? 

Ms. Amerling. Actually, my copy is folded. 

Mr. Zacks. I think it is the 12th, leave Los Angeles. 
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The Witness. So I probably went to L.A. on the 11th, and I could have either 
picked them up on the way to the airport — I remember taking a cab there. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 


Question. To 

Answer. The White House. 

Question. Let me show you some other documents that may help us out with the 
time frame. 

Answer. I don’t know if they put that on my credit card. 

Question. If you look at the bottom one, JC02932, the reimbursement check re- 
quest, it shows it is dated 4-4-95, it just shows the amount of $398, reimbursed 
to Tops Travel; and then in the regarding line, it says Gina Ratliffe’s air ticket, 
LAX, back and forth to Washington, D.C. Perhaps this is when they paid for your 
ticket, on April 4th, ’95? I know you don’t know. But if you look at the next docu- 
ment, which is JC02845, that appears to be dated April 11, 1995. That has you 
going from Washington National to Chicago O’Hare and then to L.A. 

Answer. Okay. 

Ms. Safavian. And why don’t I mark the reimbursement request as GR-8 and 
the United Airlines passenger receipt ticket showing April 11 as GR-9. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-8 was marked for identification.] 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-9 was marked for identification.] 

Ms. Safavian. GR-9 will include JC02845 through 2846 and 3163, which is just 
another copy of that passenger receipt; and at the bottom it has a request, it looks 
like for petty cash. It shows once again the airline ticket and the amount. 

The Witness. Okay. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. We can establish then you left Washington on April 11? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And then left out of L.A. April 12th? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And then returned from Japan — I am sorry, from China, on April 25th? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. If you look down at the next document, it is JC02847, it looks like, and 
the one after that, 2848 — and I have also included another copy that combines the 
two, 3164 — you received from petty cash it looks like $80 reimbursement on 4-11, 
and it says, for visa to China for Gina? 

Answer. I don’t know that I received that reimbursement. I remember him going 
with me to get this. 

Question. Johnny Chung? 

Answer. I think so, to get the visa. I don’t know that my — the same for these — 
I mean, I don’t remember handing someone $80 to get my visa. 

Question. Do you recall going to get your visa? 

Answer. Oh, definitely. 

Question. Does Document 2848 establish that you picked up your visa? 

Answer. I got it that same day, I think. Yes, I had to, because we were leaving 
the next day. 

Question. And you believe Johnny Chung went you to get that? 

Answer. I don’t know if Art Liang went too. I don’t know if somebody else from 
his office might have gone too. 

Ms. Safavian. I will mark those three documents as GR-10. That will be 2847, 
2848, and 3164. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-10 was marked for identification.] 
EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. The last document I handed you shows just your passenger tickets with 
a date of April 25th. It shows you going back to Detroit. I believe the one below 
that is LAX to O’Hare and 

Answer. I probably came home after. 

Question. After your China trip you made a stopover? 

Answer. I went from Tokyo to L.A. to Detroit. 

Question. It also shows at the bottom a check made out to Robert Ratliffe. Who 
is that? 

Answer. My father. 

Question. It was made out on June 1st, 1995 for $1,709. It is at the bottom for 
reimbursed air ticket. Did you pay for — originally pay for your trip? 
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Answer. I must have. I must have. I must have been using my parents’ credit 
cards. 

Ms. Safavian. Okay. Why don’t we just mark that as GR-11. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-11 was marked for identification.] 

The Witness. Either that, or they gave me the money. I don’t know. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 


Question. Your parents? 

Answer. Something. The check was made out to him. 

Question. Did you use any of your contacts at the White House to get these photos 
for Mr. Chung? 

Answer. No. That is not — I wasn’t actually the one that got the go-ahead. I mean, 
I am sure I must have asked Evan, I would imagine, though I don’t recall a specific 
conversation of, we are leaving for China, can you? Because I sort of moved over 
to being his assistant, I am sure I would have tried to handle that responsibility. 

Question. The responsibility of getting the photos? 

Answer. Of getting the photos, right. 

I think I remember being kind of irritated, this is like my first job out of college, 
my first job is to like pick up some photographs, and this is like the NSC is involved 
in it. But it wasn’t like Evan was like, okay, Gina, since we know you, we will give 
them to you. It was a phone call from Johnny that I got that said, okay, you can 
pick up the photos from — who is it, Kelly Crawford? Is that Crawford’s first name? 

Question. Is there a Kelly Crawford who works 

Answer. In the Photo office? 

Question. She worked under Nancy Hernrich at that time in the President’s office. 

Answer. Oh, really? I don’t know. I remember going into the West Wing and using 
the little phone or Secret Service or someone, and she came down and she handed 
me this package of photos. 

Question. Kelly Crawford? 

Answer. I think. I think so. I didn’t know her even from working at the White 
House — like I knew the name, but I didn’t know her. I remember a girl came and 
gave me this package, but it was because Johnny had called me, I think at my 
apartment in D.C., and said, go pick up the photos, and you can get them from so 
and so and bring tbem. 

Question. And do you recall if it was like a day before you left for L.A.? 

Answer. It seemed to be right before, yes. 

Question. So it was pretty much already taken care of, you just had to go pick 
them up. You didn’t have to make any phone calls to get the photos? 

Answer. Like I said, I might have asked Evan or like asked some people, you 
know, what is up with the photos? And I think — because, again, all of this is right 
around the time of like going from intern to working for him. 

So I know, when he was trying to get into the radio address, I was definitely an 
intern, so hearing all of that talk. And then I remember the situation of him trying 
to get the photos, and not being able to, and NSC holding on to them. I remember 
talking to Liz Boyer. 

Question. Boyer? 

Answer. Boyer. She was a friend of mine, but she worked on briefing book, and 
I think it was her that told me about the NSC situation. Again, I am not positive. 
But I remember talking to her about it. 

I don’t remember if she is the one that told me the NSC is holding on to them, 
and something about the President was worried about — or wanted them checked out 
or something. But I remember talking to Liz about that. 

And then I am sure I would have tried, once I started working for him, if he want- 
ed me to get these photos. It was not like I was calling the Photo office or I was 
calling Kelly Crawford or the DNC or anywhere else sa 3 dng, what can we do to get 
these photos? The only one I would have asked would have been Evan or like, what 
do you — yes. 

Ms. Ameeling. When you say “would have,” you are speculating about what you 
would have done? 

The Witness. Yes. I honestly don’t remember specifically. Seeing some of this 
stuff, like I completely forgot I went home after the China trip. So seeing some of 
this is jarring some of it. 

I totally forgot about Irene, which was like Johnny’s assistant in L.A., who was 
like trying to do stuff for him too. 

Yes, I don’t remember placing a phone call to Evan saying, can you help me get 
these photos or what is the deal? 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. You don’t remember? 

Answer. I don’t remember a specific conversation, no. I mean — no. 

Question. Okay. Did Johnny Chung ask you, do you recall him asking you, you 
know, are there any efforts you could make to help me get these photos? Did he 
ever request you to help him? 

Answer. I would imagine so. What sticks out in my mind more is his anxious flur- 
ry to get these photos, and it was similar to his anxious flurry to get into the radio 
address. I don’t remember a specific — with the radio address, I think he might have 
even said, can you help me, or just forget it, I can make a phone call, that kind 
of a thing. 

I don’t remember if with the photos, he definitely wanted me to pick them up, 
to bring them to L.A. 

Question. He was already in L.A.? 

Answer. Yes, he was already in L.A., and I was in D.C. 

Question. You mentioned he was in a big flurry to get these photos? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you know why? 

Answer. This was very important. Who knows what ego trip Johnny was on, and 
who knows what he was trying to prove to these people over there? I5ut this, from 
my understanding, was going to prove to whoever we were going to meet in China 
that Johnny was tight with the President of the United States and Johnny can get 
people pictures, and, you know, more of — much more of a superficial thing than any 
sort of real power or significance. 

Question. Did he tell you he needed these photos, it was important to pick these 
up if you came to L.A.? 

Answer. Yes. Yes. Yeah, he definitely had to have these photos before we left on 
this trip. I was kind of like, had the attitude of, I am more relaxed anyways, but 
you know, if the NSC is not going to give them to you, you aren’t going to get them. 

I was kind of surprised he got the photos then, because it seemed like he had been 
trying to get them for so long, and it wasn’t happening; and then all of a sudden, 
I got this phone call to go pick up the photos. So I was like, okay, it came through. 

Question. You didn’t ask him how it happened to work out or anything? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. Let’s backtrack a little bit. 

Can you tell me, how did Johnny approach you or make an offer to you to work 
with him? 

Answer. It was at the White House. One of his — I think he might have had people 
with him, but they were always or typically non-English-speaking people, so he 
could kind of do his thing anyways. And he was talking about that he was making 
another trip to China, and this China thing was a big deal because it was also be- 
fore the World Women’s Conference and before Mrs. Clinton had said that she 
would go. 

So Johnny said to me, you know, like I am planning another trip. I am starting 
to come back and forth from L.A. to D.C. a lot more, and I need an assistant in 
D.C., you know, when is your internship over, you know, are you looking for a job, 
that kind of thing. 

And it sounded really interesting, and we talked more about what the job would 
involve, and that is sort of how it all came about. 

Question. Do you recall what he said to you about what your job would involve? 

Answer. It didn’t all happen in one conversation, but as the conversations went 
on, he explained that he wanted to — Johnny felt that he had an accomplished all 
of this financial success, and how he now wanted to give back to the world and 
wanted to start this like peacemaking — he called it “bridge-building” — mission be- 
tween China and the U.S., and how he wanted to be this messenger of peace. 

So what I would be helping him with would not really be an assistant with what 
he does with his fax machine stuff, but it would be whatever political involvement — 
what he, I realize now, created for himself — so when he would bring delegations 
over, he would always put them up in the J.W. Marriott Hotel and take them out 
to different restaurants and show them around, and he was having to be tour guide, 
plus Mr. Bigwig, too. So basically he wanted to be able to hire someone that would 
make dinner reservations and find out what is going on around town, and be there 
to kind of like show these people around and that sort of thing. 

The reason why he told me he wanted me to go to China was because he wanted 
me to go and learn more about the culture and how — he is like, you will see how 
well you are treated over there, this is the kind of respect and treatment they will 
expect when they come here. He is like, I am planning this trip, so I think it would 
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be a really good thing for you to come to see what their culture is like, that when 
you show up, there are flowers and that sort of thing. 

Question. So he mentioned the China trip when he was making the offer to you? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. You hadn’t accepted at this time? 

Answer. No. No. No. That was sort of like the lure. 

Question. How many times did he approach you about this joh? You said it was 
more than one discussion you had with him? 

Answer. Yes. My sense is, he must have been in town, and probably stopped by 
the White House. I mean, I want to say daily, but who knows if it was in one day 
and not another day or whatever. 

He would talk about China and how wonderful her people are and how great it 
is over there and you have to see it, and what great work could be done here with 
this bridge-building process and how, you know, he was tr 3 dng to get people from 
here to go over there. And so I would say a couple of conversations about it. 

Question. Do you know what type of time frame we are talking about? 

Answer. It all — I mean — fairly quickly. I was a little off on my weeks, because I 
thought it was like the end of April. So, what? The delegation first came March 9th 
and I was on a trip to China April 11. 

Question. That is correct. 

Answer. All within a month, basically, then. 

Question. Okay. Were you surprised he approached you about a job? 

Answer. Yes. I mean, I didn’t have plans for a job right after school, and wasn’t 
exactly sure what I was going to do. But then this came along. 

Question. Do you know why he approached you in particular? 

Answer. No. He said that he liked the way I handled things in the First Lady’s 
office. He thought I had a professional manner, and I was there more than like 
the — the other interns at that time were not full-time, like they would come in a 
couple of days a week, so I don’t know — in between their classes and that kind of 
thing. 

So I don’t know if he was just more used to seeing somebody there as opposed 
to the others, if I had more to do with him because of that. Then the other people 
he would have been in contact with a lot were the old ladies that were there all 
the time, too. So it was like me or them in a way. 

Question. Did he offer anybody else a job that you know of in the First Lady’s 
office? 

Answer. Not that I know of. 

Question. Let me show you one of the documents that you brought with you today. 
It looks like it is a March 21, 1995, letter that you sent to Johnny Chung. 

Answer. Yes. Oh, yes, the other part about the job that we discussed, because he 
was asking me about what I was interested in and what I wanted to do with the 
job. The research project that I had worked on was all on how to include young peo- 
ple in the political process, I was real into the youth vote, rock vote, MTV and all 
that stuff. 

What he told me is, I am looking for an assistant, it is not going to take up that 
much time. I basically need an assistant in Washington, so when I come to Wash- 
ington, you would be there. In your off time, you can work on your youth vote stuff. 
Basically when I am in L.A. or China, or whatever, you can work on the side stuff. 
So this was a letter that I wrote to him after I had accepted the job and told him 
I was excited to go to China. 

Question. By this date, March 21st, you had already accepted the job offer, or is 
it an acceptance letter? 

Answer. “I look forward to discussing more of the details later this week,” so 
things must not have been finalized by then. But it must have been my acknowledg- 
ment of an initial conversation we had. 

Question. Let me show you another document, this is a March 26, 1995, letter 
that is addressed to Maggie Williams, and it appears to be from Johnny Chung. 

Answer. Right. 

Question. Did have you seen this before? Obviously you have. This is another one 
you produced. 

Answer. Yes. Johnny wanted Maggie to know that I would be working for him, 
or — yes. So he wrote this letter. I think he actually like dictated it to me or some- 
thing. 

Question. You think you typed this up? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Is that why you would have a copy of this? 

Answer. Yes. Otherwise, I think it would be on his letterhead. But whatever letter 
she would have gotten would have been signed from him, so I don’t know exactly. 
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Ms. Amerling. Let the record reflect that this letter is not signed. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you believe or do you know whether or not he actually sent this let- 
ter or the original to Maggie Williams? 

Answer. Actually, I remember handing Maggie this letter. 

Question. Would that version have been signed? 

Answer. It must have been. 

Question. Would it be on AISI letterhead or pretty much as it appears here, with- 
out any letterhead? 

Answer. I don’t know. I don’t know why he would have given me letterhead of 
his at that point though. 

Question. Where do you think you typed it for him? 

Answer. I have a laptop. 

Question. Okay. Let me 

Answer. Wait, I didn’t by then. I don’t know. I didn’t have my own laptop by then. 
Where was I living? Did I borrow a friend’s computer? I did have a roommate that 
had a computer then; it could have been that. 

Question. Okay. In this letter to Maggie Williams, he calls in the third paragraph 
down, your responsibilities, what he would call “courtesy visits for the groups of peo- 
ple coming over to America.” 

Answer. That is what he called these, what I was talking about. 

Question. Also in the last paragraph on that page, the very last sentence, “With 
your approval, I would like Gina to continue to work and support this administra- 
tion only with a slight change, that she switch over from your payroll to mine.” 

Answer. It is Johnny’s humor. I was never paid at the White House. It is — yes. 

Question. So at this time, I mean, he must have known, and/or Maggie and your- 
self, that you wanted to continue to work at the White House as a volunteer. Did 
you discuss that with him? 

Answer. I don’t know about in detail. There was definitely — I knew with the job 
we outlined, I would be working for him — that my time commitments would be to 
him when he was in town, so when he was out of town, I would certainly have free 
time, and I know I was all excited about this youth vote project that I wanted to 
work on; and I don’t know if it was specifically said, I am going to become a White 
House volunteer now. 

Ms. Safavian. Okay. First of all, let me make sure, so I don’t forget, let’s mark 
the March 21, 1995, letter that you wrote to Johnny Chung as number GR-12, and 
the letter Johnny Chung sent to Maggie Williams on March 26, 1995, as GR-13. 

Ms. Amerling. Just for the record, I don’t think we have established that this 
document you just assigned GR-13 is the same document that was actually sent to 
Maggie Williams. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-12 was marked for identification.] 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-13 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Ms. Ratliffe, I believe you testified you did hand 

Answer. I handed Maggie a letter. I don’t know if it was like this and signed by 
Johnny. I don’t know if it was on his letterhead. I don’t remember why I have a 
copy that looks like this. I can’t believe I would handled her something like this un- 
signed. 

Question. But you did hand Ms. Williams a letter? 

Answer. Yes. Because I wanted to talk to her about working for him, or letting 
her know. 

Question. I was going to say, the last paragraph of that letter mentions, “Maggie, 
if you like, I am happy to talk to you about this. You can call me at,” and he leaves 
a phone number, with any questions. 

What did Maggie say when you handed this letter to her and discussed this with 
her? 

Answer. Maggie was always busy. I remember it was like late at night. She is 
walking out the door with her coat on. I said Maggie, “I have something I want to 
talk to you about,” and I handed her this. And I remember she like kind of skimmed 
through it, and was walking out with Marge Tarmey at the time. She said, “Oh, 
my God, she is going to work for Johnny.” Don’t quote that per se, but it was some- 
thing along those lines. 

Question. That was something Maggie said? 

Answer. Like, oh, my gosh, he wants her to work for him, or something along 
those lines. 
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Question. That is what Maggie said? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you sit down and talk with her, one on one, about it? 

Answer. No. She was definitely walking out the door then. 

Question. Was she ever concerned about you accepting a job with Johnny Chung? 

Answer. Not that — I mean, she never like sat me down and said — gave me warn- 
ings or anything. I remember Marge was a little more concerned, like when I got 
back from China, Marge was like, you made it back, you know. 

Question. Why do you think she was concerned? 

Answer. I mean, I think people were a little skeptical are him. 

Question. Was she fearful of your safety, sa 3 dng she was glad you made it back? 

Answer. Yeah, it was — I don’t remember any specific conversations. It is not like 
anyone sat me down in their office. They certainly had other things going on. 

Mr. Zacks. Can we take a 5-minute break? 

Ms. Safavian. Absolutely. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Back on the record. 

Before the break, we were talking about you accepting the job with Johnny Chung 
and speaking with Maggie Williams about it. Besides informing Ms. Williams, did 
you speak with anybody else about accepting the job with Johnny Chung? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who would that have been? 

Answer. My parents, friends, professors. 

Question. Did you ever speak with the NSC, the National Security Council, about 
accepting a job with Johnny Chung? 

Answer. No. I never went to them and said, I am thinking of taking a job with 
this guy; will you check him out? I might do that now. 

No, I never really worked with the NSC. The only thing that I really had to do 
with them was with the photos, when I heard that they were kind of — they were 
sort of the holdup there. 

I don’t know if anyone did check out Johnny or what. I never made a request my- 
self to the NSC to check him out. 

Question. Okay. Do you know, for instance, when Johnny Chung brought in the 
Chinese delegation, do you know whether or not the First Lady’s office had the NSC 
or somebody else look into the backgrounds of these individuals? 

Answer. Not to my knowledge. The only thing that I vaguely remember about that 
was, after they got into the radio address — and this is all hearsay — but I heard that 
the President said to somebody, or something like, who are these guys, or check 
them out or something like that; and then I guess the NSC was checking them out, 
and that is why the photos were being held. 

So that is what I remember about that. 

Question. You don’t believe the First Lady’s office did any background checks on 
these individuals before they let them in to see the First Lady? 

Answer. I mean, they had to have been cleared in, but I wasn’t involved with any- 
thing like that or knew about it. 

Question. Were you ever — I am talking generally now — were you ever involved in 
helping to vet potential guests into the White House? 

Answer. Vet? 

Question. The process, that is a term of art that they use — looking into the back- 
ground of individuals, clearing them before they enter the White House. 

Answer. No. That wasn’t my — I mean, the absolute most would be if somebody 
called in and said, “I am having a meeting with Maggie. I want to confirm I am 
cleared in.” I would take down like a message or something, or so and so. The most 
I would probably be involved in would be a phone message. 

Question. Do you know who in the First Lady’s office would do that, if anybody? 

Answer. Who cleared people in? Anybody on staff could clear people in. 

Question. You don’t know of anyone in particular who would look into the back- 
grounds of anybody before they let them into the First Lady’s office? Someone who 
wasn’t a normal visitor? 

Answer. I mean, to my knowledge, it wasn’t really a need for that. 

Question. Okay. Let me show you an e-mail that is dated April 7, 1995, from Rob- 
ert Suettinger with the NSC. Have you ever seen this e-mail before? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Why don’t you take a moment and read through that. 

Mr. Zacks. This is on April 7th? 
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Ms. Safavian. Yes. If you look, there are two e-mails on this page. At the bottom 
there is one from a M. Brooke Darby, and she was sending it to the Asian Affairs 
Department. What the one on top is, is the response to the bottom e-mail. They are 
both done the same day, April 7, 1995. 

Mr. Zacks. The bottom is a response to the top? 

Ms. Safavian. No. The top is a response to the bottom. 

Ms. Amerling. It appears that way from looking at the document. 

The Witness. I do remember this now. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. First of all, you have never seen this before; is that correct? 

Answer. No, I have never seen an e-mail. I am sorry, I had completely forgotten. 
I don’t know who this Darby is, but Bob Suettinger does ring a bell. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. I do remember going up to his office now, and I guess I asked him, said 
something about — it is really unclear. Like I remember him more talking about his 
kids, and like I think this was — and saying don’t take it or whatever. I must have 
told him something about it. 

Question. Just so the record is clear, the second paragraph says “Having recently 
cancelled a young intern from the First Lady’s office, who had been offered a dream 
job by Johnny Chung, I think he should be treated with a pinch of suspicion.” 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. So you do recall now 

Answer. Yes, I do. I remember his office, like I remember like — you have to like 
press these little buttons to get into the NSC. And I had delivered whatever, inter- 
office envelopes, there before. But I do remember now talking to this guy. I don’t 
really remember what I said. I remember him talking about, I think he said, I have 
a daughter your age, or something, and I wouldn’t want her to take a job like this, 
something to that effect. 

I don’t remember actually sitting down and outlining to him, yeah, Johnny Chung 
offered me this job; these are going to be my responsibilities. I had completely for- 
gotten about that. 

Question. Do you recall why you would have gone to Robert Suettinger? Did some- 
one recommend you do that? How did that happen? 

Answer. Honestly, I don’t remember. My guess would be that Maggie must have 
had some involvement in this or looking out for it. I don’t know if it was like after 
I showed her the letter. I don’t know if she said, go talk to this guy. She is always 
very busy, but she was good about looking out for her staff people, not that I was 
on staff. But, yes, I don’t 

Question. You talked to him? 

Answer. Is he short, bald and kind of chubby? I can’t even remember exactly. 

Question. I am afraid I can’t tell you. 

Answer. Okay. I vaguely remember this. 

Question. So you just had a brief conversation with him? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Just one time? 

Answer. Yes. That is all I remember. I can’t imagine more. No, I don’t remember 
anything. 

Question. And he had counseled you not to accept the job? 

Answer. The most I remember, if this was the guy, him saying, I have a daughter 
your age, and I wouldn’t like to see her take that job. That is like what sticks out. 

Question. Okay. What did you think of his advice to you? 

Answer. I don’t know. Apparently I didn’t listen to it. 

Actually, I was thinking about this as all this deposition stuff came up, that no 
one — I was thinking, you know, it is really funny that no one advised me not to take 
this job except for a professor of mine from Kalamazoo. 

He lived and worked in China for a while, and I took a course from him on Asian 
political systems, so I called him thinking that he would know about, you know; and 
Dr. Tanner, what do you think? And he is like, “Don’t do it.” He was saying, “Chi- 
nese men are slimeballs. You know, you could get a job working for anybody. I 
would like to see you find something else.” 

I talked to professors at Western, and they are like, go for it, this sounds great. 
White House folks were kind of — like as far as like Maggie or Evan or Marge or 
any of them, no one really seemed to say like, great; or, don’t do it, from what I 
remember. 

I remember this one professor being the only one that really suggested not to take 
it. But then I see this and I vaguely remember this guy saying that too. 
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Question. Okay. You read through this e-mail. In this e-mail, Bob Suettinger calls 
Johnny Chung a hustler. He says in the second paragraph “My impression is that 
he is a hustler.” 

Had you heard anyone call Johnny Chung a hustler? 

Answer. No, because that would have really — that label would have stuck out to 
me as a big warning sign. Definitely, in looking at this job, it wasn’t your standard 
first job out of college — you know, set, safe and secure situation. I mean, I had my 
doubts, wondering what is this really going to be, what is going to unfold? I realized 
it was, you know, sort of a risk, because I didn’t really know what I was getting 
into. 

But decided to do it. 

Everything was sort of, at that point, gray. It wasn’t like white or black. But hear- 
ing the word “hustler” makes me, I wouldn’t have wanted to work for somebody that 
had that label. 

Question. So you did not know about that? 

Answer. No. I never saw this e-mail. 

Ms. Safavian. Okay. Why don’t we mark this GR-14. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-14 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you know if Johnny Chung knew that the NSC considered him to 
be a hustler? 

Answer. I have no idea. He would have been deeply offended. No, the way Johnny 
talks, everybody is his friend, everybody loves him, this was then, you know. My 
good friend, Maggie, my good friend Don Fowler, that is sort of the way he talks. 
He never talked about you have some friends, you have some enemies. It was never 
anything like that. Everybody was his friend. Everybody loved Johnny. 

Question. Let me just show you real quick and see if you have any knowledge 
about this, this is the same E-mail we just looked at. However, this is one that was 
produced by Johnny Chung in response to our committee’s subpoena. Do you know 
why or how Johnny Chung would have a copy of this e-mail? 

Mr. Zacks. Counsel, do I take it that this was faxed to Mr. Chung on the 21st 
of February ’97? 

Ms. Safavian. Unfortunately, I cannot answer that. The fax transmission at the 
top of the page. I just don’t know the answer to that. 

Mr. Zacks. The specific question, Ms. Ratliffe, is do you know how Mr. Chung got 
a copy of this e-mail? 

The Witness. No. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Did you know that he had a copy of this e-mail? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Let me just for the record mark that as GR-15. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-15 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. So your first duties or your first job that you had to do was you went 
to China with Johnny Chung. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. We have already established you left April 11th and returned April 
26th? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who all went on this China trip? 

Answer. Johnny, Art Liang, is how you say his last name. It was the three of us 
that went over there from his LA office. And he — that is who went to China. 
Question. And what did you do while you were over there? 

Answer. Meetings, all the time. Mostly meetings. I did very little sight-seeing. 

Mr. Zacks. Thirty seconds. Nobody move. I will be right back. 

[Recess.] 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. You were talking about your trip to China. You went to meetings? 
Answer. Meetings. 

Question. No sight-seeing? 

Answer. A little. 
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Question. Was there any purpose to these meetings? Were they all varied, dif- 
ferent kinds of meetings? Can you give me any explanation? 

Answer. Johnny’s mission was to do this peacemaking, bridge-building thing. It 
was like an unofficial-official visit sort of thing. I don’t even know what is important 
or what you want me to say about it. We met with people that they considered to 
be in their private sector, and we met with government officials. I had a translator 
with me most of the time, but didn’t always translate. To me, it seemed like a bunch 
of the same thing he was doing here, just over there. Just the meet and greet, hi, 
I am so important, hi, I know so many people, hi, I have so much money, hi, I can 
help you. You-need-me sort of ego trip that he was on. 

Question. Was he trying to get clients for his business, his fax business? 

Answer. No. Like he talked about wanting to set up a Beijing office, but he like 
went with this messenger of peace mentality, that he was there to help build this 
bridge between the two countries. So he would meet with people there. 

I can’t even remember all that he talked about. I just remember being so irritated 
because it was just a big brag session for him. Either how much money he had or 
how much everybody liked him or how whatever he thought he could do. 

Question. You brought in today from the documents you brought with you, was 
a folder of materials from your trip to China; is that correct? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Is this the same trip to China that we are talking about right now? 

Answer. The one and only. 

Question. You only took one trip to China? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. You also had a — well, we can start with this stack here, a stack of bro- 
chures from different, it looks like different companies. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Are these representative of some the meetings that you had? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. Okay. Do you recall anything in particular about any of these compa- 
nies, the brochures you kept? Was there any reason you kept these? 

Answer. It was just stuff that people handed out. I honestly can’t even tell you 
what was there. We went back to a couple of them more than once. 

Question. Do you recall which one? 

Answer. Is there something from the exhibition center in there? I guess not. 

This was a news agency that Johnny talked about. 

Question. This, I am not going to try this, K-I-N-H-U-A news agent, news bul- 
letin? 

Answer. It was just like them showing an example of what they do. 

Question. And it looks like you went to the 

Answer. That was actually more sight-seeing. 

Question. The Yan-Huang Art Museum? 

Answer. Yes. The artist, like he did these, I don’t even know what this means, 
but this was supposed to be really special. I was supposed to be very honored to 
receive whatever name he gave me. 

Question. Okay. This other one is China Enterprise Management Association. 

Answer. I have no idea. 

Question. There is another brochure here called “China International Exhibition 
Corporation.” 

Answer. That might be the — I honestly don’t remember it looking like this. I real- 
ly don’t even — they are not like Americans. They don’t like meet, have a meeting 
to discuss something and do anything about it, at least that is not what we did. 
It is like show up, shake hands, pass out name cards, tour the joint, talk, set up 
a time to meet for dinner kind of. At least that is what I got from it. It is not how 
can we work together and what can we produce or make or anything like that. 

Question. So you don’t really recall an3dhing specific about 

Answer. The only tangible thing, Johnny was looking — there was one place John- 
ny was looking for office space to set up his Beijing office, and this was just one 
example of many. He was looking at this one space. It had like the Chinese military 
outside of it, and, you know, me acting in good faith, I am thinking, I don’t think 
that would be a good place to set up an American business, if you want other Ameri- 
cans to know about your business here. 

Anyways, he said, yeah, that is a really good point. I am not going to have office 
space there. Then we went back the next day and he is sitting there telling them 
how interested he is in having office space there. And I knew he clearly wasn’t, and 
you don’t have to be that blunt about it. But that he was being that blatant to go 
out of his way and still saying how interested he was, when we had discussed the 
night before that he clearly wasn’t. 
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I said something to him about it the next day, and he got angry. That is the only 
thing I remember. 

Question. You think that is, what, the China International Exhibition Corporation 
or something else? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Another brochure that you have with you is from China Xinxing Cor- 
poration. 

Answer. I have no idea. 

Question. And the last one is it looks like a brochure from the Beijing Tong BRN 
Tang Group Company in China. 

Answer. This is something about ancient medicine. I honestly don’t remember. We 
just went to place after place after place, back-to-back. The only thing that sticks 
out to me, Johnny kept talking about the number two beer-making corporation, and 
something about an oil company. We probably spent more time with those dudes 
than any of these others. 

Question. Okay. You also brought along a set of business cards. Are these cards 
that you were given when you were on your trip to China? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Some of them are from just a couple, are from AISI, yours is in here, 
and Irene Wu and a couple other people. Are these just ones you put in the stack 
or you actually got these in China? 

Answer. Those cards would be a pile of cards that I obtained while working for 
Johnny. I would say most of them came from the China trip. There were a couple 
of delegations when I was working for him that came here, and they might have 
given me cards, like when we went to dinner or something. Irene’s I probably got 
when I was in LA. 

Question. You mentioned just a second ago that Johnny talked a lot about the sec- 
ond beer manufacturer. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. The name of that is Haomen Group? 

Answer. I have no idea. 

Question. Do you remember the name of it? 

Answer. It might be one of these guys. 

Ms. Amerling. Let the record reflect the witness is looking at Exhibit GR-2. 

The Witness. I am not positive, but there is a chance that Evans, and like his 
son, whoever it is, we had dinner with him one night. There was like a grandpa, 
a father and a granddaughter. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. This is the beer manufacturer? 

Answer. The beer thing, yes. Johnny seemed to be kind of tight with them. 

Question. Let me show you two — first of all, the gentleman that you were pointing 
to in GR-2 is the gentleman at the far end of the photo on the right with glasses 
and balding. It is hard to say. He doesn’t really list names at the bottom in order, 
so I don’t want to confuse him. 

Let me show you two business cards you have in your stack. They are both 
Haomen Group. Do these names help you at all with the dinner you had? 

Answer. No. Honestly, like they all look the same to me. I just remember the guy 
we had dinner with was like older than like these guys were like the norm, and 
he was 

Question. These guys being Johnny Chung is one of them? 

Answer. These guys in here. Most of the guys I would say were in their like for- 
ties and fifties, and this guy was a little older, a little skinnier, and had a little 
less hair. So if it was him or another person. 

Question. You are not sure that this is identified as him? 

Answer. That is all I am trying to say. 

Question. Okay, that is fine. Did you learn anything else about the beer manufac- 
turing company that you were talking to? 

Answer. Johnny was big on them. I don’t know why exactly. I don’t know why 
he was tight with them, how he knew them. He was constantly bragging about we 
are going to have dinner with the number two beer-making corporation in China. 
I don’t know if they did come to the U.S. 

Question. Do you know if Johnny Chung owned stock in the beer manufacturing 
company? 

Answer. He never mentioned to me if he did. I never heard anything about stock. 

Question. Let me just, for just a couple, read off some of the names. China Inter- 
national Trust and Investment Corporation? See if they mean anything to you? 



577 


Ms. Ameeling. Just to be clear for the record, counsel is reading off business 
cards. 

The Witness. It doesn’t sound familiar and it doesn’t not. I know that is not help- 
ful. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Just let me know if any of them do. The name on the card is H-U-A- 
N-G, J-I-C-H-U-N. 

Answer. The exact names mean nothing. The beer-making company and the 
China petrochemical corporation, he talked about that a lot. 

Question. Do you recall in what sense? 

Answer. We had dinner, I think, or lunch, at their headquarters. I might have 
even gone shopping with his daughter, if that was the same place. 

Question. Okay. How about China Chamber of International Commerce? 

Answer. Yeah. You know, what, that is who this guy is, isn’t it? 

Question. One of the gentleman, the photo with Mrs. Clinton, the Chinese delega- 
tion, one of the gentleman in the picture is from the China Chamber of Inter- 
national Commerce. 

Answer. We spent a lot of time with him. We went to his home one afternoon. 

Question. S-H-E-N-G? 

Answer. The names mean nothing to me. 

Question. Do you recall an3d;hing else about that? 

Answer. The Chamber of Commerce dude seemed to be, and I could be wrong, but 
he seemed to be the link between the higher-up officials. When we were there, we 
got in to meet who I thought was Vice Premier Lee. Actually that reminds me it 
wasn’t him. This is, I think, the Chamber of Commerce guy 

Question. You do think this is the China Chamber of Commerce guy? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. The one standing next to Mrs. Clinton? 

Answer. And not Vice Premier Lee. The Vice Premier lives in the Forbidden City. 
I don’t know. Chinese residents are not allowed to go in there. I don’t think women 
usually are either, but somehow Johnny got us in there. One of the guys that we 
were kind of with, that was sort of with our group, he lives over there, but appar- 
ently works for Johnny. I don’t know if he is like the Beijing office or whatever 
Johnny would call it, I don’t know, and he wasn’t allowed in. 

When we went in, Johnny got his picture taken with this guy. I absolutely didn’t 
even care about it, didn’t even want it. I got my picture taken with this guy. Art, 
who was also Johnny’s like chief of staff or whatever you want to call him, got in, 
but didn’t get his picture taken. Art was like furious about this. It was like a whole 
big prestige thing with them. And I don’t even know what they sat there and talked 
about. But this translator guy was there for that. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. And I think this Chamber of Commerce guy was like the link, the polit- 
ical link. 

Question. That is how you got in the Forbidden City? 

Answer. Yeah. I mean, Johnny was definitely involved in making all that happen. 

Question. Okay. Does China Everbright Group mean anything to you? 

Answer. That sounds familiar. I have no idea why. Are they a bank? 

Question. Well, there is one called Everbright Bank of China on another card that 
you have. 

Answer. It all 

Question. That is fine. Now, you mentioned earlier there was this flurry to get 
these photos with the President. You had to have them to take to China, and you 
brought them to you. What did he do with the photos once he got to China? 

Answer. I assume he gave it to them. 

Question. Did you see that happen? 

Answer. I must have, because I was always with him, but honestly it doesn’t like 
stand out to me as part of the trip. 

Question. Do you recall him showing anybody photos? I think, you know 

Answer. Oh, we took a crate of those books. 

Question. Of the brochures? 

Answer. To hand out to everybody we met with, yes. So he definitely passed those 
things out like crazy. 

Question. Would he pass out any letters that he may have gotten from the Presi- 
dent or the First Lady or anybody? 
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Answer. Well, actually I just saw on the left-hand side of that packet the Chinese 
stuff, I didn’t even remember that he did, but just in preparing these for today, I 
think they were in here and I was laughing. It was in some stack. 

Mr. Zacks. I think they are in those booklets. 

The Witness. Are they actually in the booklet? 

Mr. Zacks. I think so. 

Ms. Safavian. I am not sure what you are looking for. Are you talking about 
these? 

The Witness. Yes. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. These are letters that you had, that you brought in today. I was going 
to ask you about these. 

Answer. Johnny had — he gave me just a stack of his correspondence or whatever, 
and so but I noticed that there was some packet of something that he had handed 
out, and I think a letter from the President, A1 Gore and Mrs. Clinton were in it. 

Question. If any of these look familiar to you, why don’t you state that for the 
record and we can make those exhibits. 

Answer. Maybe it wasn’t Mrs. Clinton. Maybe it was just A1 Gore and the Presi- 
dent one. 

Question. Why don’t you take a look this stack also. 

Answer. The letters are in from, but it was in something that he — I really thought 
it was in something like that, that he handed out to people. 

Question. With his brochure? 

Answer. I didn’t think it was in the book. This is all the DNC-related stuff. 

Question. Do any of those letters that you have been flipping through, do you rec- 
ognize any of those as the ones that you copied for him and he handed out? 

Answer. Johnny? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. I didn’t copy any letters that he handed out. 

Question. I thought you — I am sorry, I misunderstood you then. 

Answer. No. He had — my involvement in China, he had these booklets made up, 
and he had like a big crate of them that we brought to China with us, and 

Ms. Amerling. “These booklets,” for the record, are the booklets with “AISI Build- 
ing the U.S. Fax Highway Today” on the cover; is that correct? 

The Witness. Yes. And he would hand these out the way people hand out busi- 
ness cards. And I didn’t think there were letters in these. I thought that I just ran 
across it in like a packet like that he had handed out. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. What letters are you recalling? 

Answer. It was some boilerplate thank you letter of the President thanking him 
for his support for some fund-raiser. 

Question. So he had a letter from the President. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Anybody else you can remember? 

Answer. I don’t remember if it was the A1 Gore one, too. They are like these little 
like, you know, three-sentence letters of thank you for your support kind of thing. 

Question. And he would pass those out along with these brochures? 

Answer. No, no. I just ran across — he would pass these and his business cards 
out, or like hand them out in these blue packets with his business cards in it. I just 
ran across in my collection of materials for you, I really thought it was something 
like this, that he — if he was like handing this out to somebody, it was just like a 
one thing, that it was in there and it looked like he was including these letters to 
prove even more so that he was tight with the President or something. But this is 
what was handed out. And I don’t even know what version. I’ll bet it wasn’t this 
version, because this would have probably — I don’t know. 

Ms. Amerling. When you say this, what was handed out, we are referring to the 
AISI booklet? 

The Witness. He has some different versions with different pictures. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. You are not sure if the picture of Mrs. Clinton and the delegation was 
included in the brochure he handed out? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. Okay. Moving away from the China trip, although as I was rummaging 
through these documents, I did see one of the things you produced that says 
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Everbright Bank and Everbright Group. Let me show this to you, because you men- 
tioned earlier Everbright was a bank. Does this help you remember who Everbright 
is? 

Answer. Yes. This was a group that — I think, there was a group that came into 
town and they were with a bank, and the only involvement that I had with them 
was that I went to dinner with them one night. And there was probably a group 
of eight of us, and I sat and talked to this girl all night about the differences be- 
tween the U.S. and China, culturally, women’s issues. I don’t know what all the 
men were talking about. 

Ms. Amerling. Counsel, can I have a copy of what she is looking at? 

Ms. Safavian. It is in that stack right there. 

Ms. Amerling. Is it this document? 

Ms. Safavian. Yes, it is. 

The Witness. I remember Johnny had been showing them around. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you recall the name of the person you were speaking to that night? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. Do you recall what this business did? 

Answer. In this is the bank, there is something about — some bank was coming 
into town, everyone is interested in seeing the White House, some White House 
tour. I was really involved with like this kind of stuff, dinner reservations. Johnny 
at one pointed talked to me about some bank wanting to open up a New York 
branch. Something about something in New York, and he was wondering if he 
should get involved with it or not. But I honestly don’t know 

Question. Okay. That is fine. 

Answer [continuing]. A lot about it. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. Or anything else. 

Ms. Safavian. Since we talked about it, let me mark this as Exhibit GR-16. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-16 was marked for identification.] 

examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. When you returned from China, what did your — first of all, you were 
located in the Washington, D.C. office for Johnny Chung? 

Answer. Yeah. 

Question. Okay. Can you tell me a little bit about that, how many offices he had, 
where they were located? 

Answer. Physical offices, I saw would be in LA. His Washington, D.C. office was 
me, so, I mean, it is not like I got up and went to work at a location every day 
or anything like that. 

Question. Where was it then? 

Answer. That was when all of the problems started basically is when I got back 
from China. It was everything that was promised or talked about or was supposed 
to happen, or I thought had already happened actually didn’t even exist. 

Question. And what do you mean by that? 

Answer. An office. 

Question. A D.C. office? 

Answer. Yeah. Phone, fax machine, desk. 

Question. Were you working out of your home? 

Answer. It wasn’t really work. When I was in LA, he needed some letters typed, 
I remember, I think, to Don Fowler, maybe to Secretary Riley, and I typed some 
stuff there for him. But that was all out of the LA office. So when I got to D.C., 
I don’t even think I dropped them off. I probably just mailed them. I didn’t do any- 
thing for him when he wasn’t there, when he wasn’t in D.C. 

Question. Well, you said that there wasn’t an office, you didn’t get up and go to 
an office. If you did anything for him, would it have been at your home? 

Answer. I mean, he definitely called me at my house about things, but it really — 
what I learned about Johnny, his wife actually explained this to me during a con- 
versation once. She said that Johnny is a dreamer and he gets himself into trouble 
when he talks about — he talks about things as if they actually are, rather than say- 
ing wouldn’t it be nice if, or I have an idea, and I think this would be great. 

So rather than sa3dng it would be great if we could have a $3 million mansion 
to fly delegations over to that, you could run and, you know, occupy, he said “I have 
a $3 million mansion that I am building. It just needs some renovations. That is 
where you will work from,” is what he said. 

Question. Located where? Where was he planning on 
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Answer. I gave you the paperwork on that. He showed me a picture of it, a map 
to it. 

Question. Was this in D.C. or in LA? 

Answer. It was like in McLean, I think in Virginia. I think McLean anyway. It 
is the last page on that stack. Yes. So he would hand me this and say this is where 
the office is going to be, this is where you are going to function out of He told me 
it was going to be ready by June 1st. So I got back April 25th, expecting to move 
into this 

Question. Move into this home, this $3 million home? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Let me mark this so we can refer to it as GR-17. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-17 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Okay, go ahead. 

Answer. So basically starting at this point, I — basically in China I wanted to quit 
the job. 

Question. In China you wanted to quit the job? 

Answer. Yes. I hated working for him. 

Question. Why? What happened? 

Answer. Because he was annoying. He was just this big braggart. It was this, me, 
me, me, I can do all this, I have all this money, I, I, I, I. It wasn’t what I wanted 
to participate in. I wanted to work with the youth vote for the ’96 election. So I 
came back. And then one thing after another just started unraveling, and that is 
why it was so short-lived, that within a couple of months I resigned. 

Question. So he had promised you this $3 million home. 

Answer. He gave me this paperwork, yes. 

Question. Which is GR-17, and he said he was going to purchase this and this 
is where your office was going to be? 

Answer. My understanding was it had been purchased. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. That it would be ready June 1st. 

Question. Were you supposed to live in this also? 

Answer. Yes. Like a building manager sort of thing. 

Question. And work out of it? 

Answer. Right. Right. Because he knew I was interested in this youth vote stuff, 
he said you are going to have free time when I am not in D.C. You are going to 
be able to do your research, work on your youth vote things, and when I come into 
town with my delegations, I want you to have dinner reservations made and things 
set up. He even told me how he wanted me to be decorating it. He wanted it done 
Victorian style. 

Question. So you thought this was a done deal? 

Answer. This was my plan. This is what I was told. 

Question. Then you found out that wasn’t the case? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. When did you find that out? 

Answer. June 1st when my current — I was living in Dupont circle, and my lease 
was up, and so I asked him on a number of occasions, Johnny, I was excited, of 
course. I want to go see this place. He says oh, no, we don’t have time now. Not 
now, not now. I didn’t have a car in D.C., so to schlepp out to McLean wasn’t some- 
thing I was going to randomly do. I kept asking and kept asking. 

Finally, it is not going to be ready for June 1st. So then I needed to go find an- 
other apartment and all of that. 

Question. Let me show this to you. It looks like it is a lease for an apartment 
in D.C., if you explain that to me. I will mark that as GR-18. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-18 was marked for identification.] 

The Witness. If we are talking about fall-outs, I think something happened before 
this. The bank account. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. I don’t think I have that copy. 

Answer. It was in my correspondence about my job with him. It is a very simple 
memo that says here is the Crestar Bank account information. 

Mr. Zacks. I gave you the stack from here. 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Let me hand this back to you, the lease, GR-18. So you said the trou- 
bles began earlier with a bank account? 

Answer. Yes. I think. Let me see the date on this. I think the bank account thing 
happened first. This. 

Question. Okay. This is a May 24 — this is a letter you sent to Johnny? 

Answer. Yes. I faxed it to him, I think. 

Question. And you want to just tell us about this? 

Answer. Yes. He had told me as we were getting ready for all of this, it is like 
I want to open up a checking account which will be the AISI expense account in 
Washington and when you need to do whatever it is that you are doing, you can 
withdraw from this account. 

So I said great. He said go start, open up a checking account, whatever. So I used 
$20 of my own to go start this account, and I faxed him all the information. He said 
get me ever 3 dhing. So I feixed this to him right away. I think I did it all the day 
he asked me to do this. 

Again, I didn’t have too many responsibilities. It was like waiting. And it never 
happened. He never deposited any money in it. So this never happened. And then 
in June 1st I am supposed to move into this what I showed you. And that didn’t 
happen. So then I had to go out and scramble at the last minute and find an apart- 
ment, and this is the apartment I found. 

Question. This is the lease, GR-18. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Let me just say for the record that the letter that you typed, that you 
gave to him dated May 24, 1995, regarding the Crestar Bank account that you just 
talked about, we will mark as GR-19. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-19 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. And this lease, is this something that Johnny Chung paid for the rent 
on this, this apartment? 

Answer. Yes. He was angry because he didn’t — I couldn’t find anything that — it 
was I had literally 48 hours or something to find a place. I found this place, and 
I had to sign a year lease on it. I know he was angry about that. And I said, you 
know, listen, you put me in this position, so he did. He paid for — initially he paid 
for the first month’s rent and the security deposit for this. Because he kept sa 3 dng 
you won’t need that for a year, this place is going to be ready, this place is going 
to be ready, I don’t want you signing a year’s lease. I went, oh, my God, I don’t have 
many other options right now. 

Question. In the end, did he just pay for the security deposit and the first month’s 
rent or did he pay for any more of the rent? 

Answer. He paid for, I was there June and July. I think he had paid for July, 
too. I don’t think he paid for rent beyond that. 

Question. Did you move out of the apartment then? 

Answer. Eventually. 

Question. So it would be pass July that you moved out of the apartment? 

Answer. Yes. I moved out — I actually moved out in December. 

Question. And then you paid the rent yourself for the remaining months? 

Answer. Yes. I had to get a roommate. 

Mr. Zacks. Excuse me. Just to clarify, during the time he paid the rent, this was 
the AISI Washington, D.C. office in effect, correct? Because there was no $3 million 
mansion? 

Answer. There was no $3 million mansion. 

Mr. Zacks. So this was the AISI D.C. office. 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Zacks. This is where you worked out of for him while you were still with 
him? 

The Witness. Right. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Let me show you a fax cover sheet in, an AISI fax cover sheet, also one 
of the documents you brought with you today. This shows that AISI has several of- 
fices. Can you explain that to me, please? 

Answer. Actually when I was gathering these materials, I never really paid atten- 
tion to it before. Johnny always had so much hoopla going on that you just sort of 
had to sort, at least that is how I handled him, I just sorted through whatever, let 
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him talk his talk, and I was looking at this, Hong Kong, Taiwan, three China of- 
fices? I never saw them, heard about them, know any of the people. Oh, except this 
one guy, he must — David Chen I met him in China. 

Question. David Chen is the contact person for the China office in Beijing? 

Answer. The Beijing office, yeah. He might also be — he might be the son of this 
second largest beer-making company in China. 

Question. He might be the son? 

Answer. He might be. I can’t remember exactly. 

Question. And you know you met Mr. Chen, C-H-E-N? 

Answer. Yes. He was the one also I believe couldn’t get into the Forbidden City 
or wherever we went with the Vice Premier, because he lives there and apparently 
you are not allowed to go. 

Question. You do have in your possession one of the business cards. There is one 
for David Chen on an AISI business card that says special assistant to Chairman, 
and it gives a California office address and a China office address in Beijing. 

Answer. Okay. 

Question. This is the same defense David Chen, this business card? 

Answer. He had a cell phone. I never saw any office. I don’t know what his re- 
sponsibilities were. 

Question. You don’t know what Mr. Chen did as special assistant to the Chair- 
man? 

Answer. No. He might have been involved in some of the scheduling for the China 
trip of all of these random businesses that we met with, but I just remember him 
with his phone. 

Question. Okay. So the California office that is on this fax cover page, that is an 
office? 

Answer. That is an office. 

Question. You saw that. 

Answer. That is a big office. 

Question. The Washington, D.C. office listed, 956 26th Street, Number 709, North- 
west. Did that exist? 

Answer. That might be Johnny’s apartment that he had in Washington. 

Question. That is not your apartment? 

Answer. That was not my apartment. 

Question. The contact person is Dr. Wen C. Lin, senior advisor to the Chairman? 

Answer. I have no idea who that is. 

Question. Never met him? 

Answer. If I did, I don’t remember. 

Question. There is a Hong Kong office. 

Answer. No, they wouldn’t take me to Hong Kong. I wanted to go. 

Mr. Zacks. Off the record a minute. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Back on the record. I notice there are two contact people listed for the 
Hong Kong office, a Mr. George Liu? 

Answer. Oh, that sounds real familiar. 

Question. You have his business card also. 

Answer. George, I think I met George. 

Question. Not in Hong Kong. 

Answer. Not in Hong Kong, no. I did meet George, and he has a girlfriend named 
Jennie who is a dentist professor at NYU, I think. This is all totally just coming 
back. 

Question. Do you remember where you met Mr. Liu? 

Answer. He flew in — if this is the same guy, he is this chubby dude that had a 
ton of money, and I didn’t know he really worked for AISI. 

Question. I am showing you an AISI business card for George Liu which says he 
is special assistant to the Chairman and gives the California office address and a 
Taiwan office address on his business card. 

Answer. Johnny is Taiwanese. 

Question. Actually, farther on that fax cover sheet there is a Taiwan office, and 
Mr. George Liu is the contact person for that office also. 

Answer. Okay. 

Question. Do you know what he did for Johnny Chung? 

Answer. George had a ton of money of his own, and I can’t remember. 

Question. Was he a shareholder? 
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Answer. No, but some other lady was that I met at one point. I don’t know if I 
met her in China or in LA. I don’t know. But George just seemed to have fun with 
life. 

Question. You said some other woman. There is also a Ms. Emily Chang listed 
as the contact for the Hong Kong office. Does that ring a bell? 

Answer. That name doesn’t. But I remember meeting some woman that was prob- 
ably in her forties or fifties that Johnny introduced to me as on his board or some- 
thing like that. 

Question. You don’t recall her name? 

Answer. No. 

Question. So you don’t know if there is really a Hong Kong office? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if there is a Taiwan office? 

Answer. I thought 

Ms. Amerling. Can you verbalize here? 

The Witness. No, I don’t know. I thought Johnny had not been back to Taiwan 
since he was 12. I thought he left when he was 12 and never went back. But, I don’t 
know. Apparently. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. There is also another contact person in the Taiwan office, a woman, Ms. 
Li-Ching Chen. 

Answer. I have no idea. 

Question. Then we mentioned earlier this Beijing office with David Chen. You 
don’t know if that exists? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. And another contact person is a Mr. Yei-Jun He. 

Answer. I remember people saying a Mr. He, Mr. He, but I don’t have any more 
recollection other than that. 

Question. So you don’t know what he did for Johnny Chung? 

Answer. No. 

Question. There is another China office, actually there are two more China offices. 
There is one in — let me spell it, Q-U-A-N-G-Z-H-O-U. Do you know if that office ex- 
ists? 

Answer. I don’t know that any of these offices exist. The only connection I can 
make with one of these, if you know which one of them is in the north, this young 
dude owns a bunch of hotels there. 

Question. Is this Mr. Sun? 

Answer. I can’t remember his name. 

Mr. Zacks. May I ask a point of clarification? During your China trip, did you 
visit any of these China offices listed on — this isn’t an exhibit yet. 

Ms. Safavian. It is going to be. 

Mr. Zacks. This AISI fax cover page? 

The Witness. I don’t remember visiting any AISI office. 

Mr. Zacks. Okay. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. The gentleman you were pointing to in Exhibit GR-2, the young gen- 
tleman all the way on the left of the picture, the fax cover sheet lists a Mr. Jian- 
Feng Sun. Mr. Sun, it appears, is one of the Chinese delegations in the picture, and 
Johnny writes under the picture with Mrs. Clinton, the young entrepreneur from 
Xinjiang. That is also one of the locations of one of the China offices. 

Answer. I never saw it or really heard about it. He was in Beijing when I was 
there. 

Question. Mr. Sun? 

Answer. Yes. 

Ms. Amerling. By it, you are referring to the office? 

The Witness. I never saw any AISI office other than the one in LA. 

Ms. Safavian. Let me mark this AISI fax cover sheet as GR Number 20. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-20 was marked for identification.] 

Ms. Amerling. Could we assign an exhibit number to the business card you were 
referencing as well so the record is clear, the George Liu? 

Ms. Safavian. Why don’t we put these all on one page? I referenced George Liu 
and David Chen. We can copy those on one page and make those Exhibit GR-21. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-21 was marked for identification.] 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Okay. So you were having problems with Johnny with your apartment. 
Did you end up doing any work for him? Did you do anything for him? 

Answer. I started to. I tried to. He told me that he wanted me to know about all 
the finest restaurants in D.C., and I was supposed to go and check them out before- 
hand while he was away in LA or whatever, and get to know the general managers 
there, the menus, et cetera, so I went to Martin’s once and had dinner. It is like 
I started to try and fulfill some of my responsibilities while he was out of town, be- 
cause I basically wasn’t doing — he didn’t give me anything to do. There wasn’t any- 
thing to do. So I went to Martin’s. 

Question. Did he pay? 

Answer. Eventually I was reimbursed. 

Question. Did you ever schedule any — were you ever this, what was your title, 
courtesy 

Answer. Courtesy visits. 

Question. Did you ever prepare any dinner reservations or tours around D.C. or 
anything for any delegation that may have come to town? 

Answer. No. I went to dinner with that bank group that night, but he had ar- 
ranged all that. 

Question. When you say that bank group, do you mean the Everbright Bank? 

Answer. Yes. He arranged that. 

Question. Okay. So he didn’t have you arrange 

Answer. I never set up tours, I never made dinner reservations, no. 

Question. Did you set up anything for Johnny and/or any of his guests at the 
White House? 

Answer. No. He came into town one time when I was like technically working for 
him, yet a volunteer, and I didn’t even know he was coming into town. He called 
the Eirst Lady’s office and he wanted a tour, and Ann McCoy, I believe it was Ann 
McCoy, showed him around. It was someone other than me. I remember sitting 
there saying I am not even doing my job when he comes into town. 

Question. Did you schedule that tour for him or did he contact Ann McCoy di- 
rectly? 

Answer. I don’t know if he called the First Lady’s office and if somebody else there 
called or if he called her directly. I don’t know. 

Question. You had nothing to do with it? 

Answer. No. I don’t remember it. I remember thinking it was weird that Ann was 
showing them around. 

Question. Did he ever have you contact anybody at the DNC on his behalf? 

Answer. We went to the DNC. I went to the DNC with him. I think — again, it 
was one of these like meet-and-greet, handshake kind of things. It was no meeting 
really. We might have met Don Fowler. Whoever happens to be walking down the 
hall, you know, Johnny — of course, everybody at the DNC knows who he is and runs 
up to him, “Jobnny, we have a breakfast coming up in LA,” and they are like hand- 
ing him stuff. He was introducing me to these people. 

The person we talked to the most was whoever sits outside of Don Fowler’s office. 

Question. Does Carol Caire ring a bell? 

Answer. I thought it was like a Belinda. 

Question. Sandra Scott? 

Answer. Yes. Is she an African-American woman? 

Question. I don’t know. 

Answer. Like topical Johnny fashion, the real — I shouldn’t say that, well, the real 
people didn’t make time or have time for him, and he was sort of shuffled off to 
assistants or whatever. 

Question. Who do you mean by the real people? 

Answer. If you want to, like, relation would be Maggie and Evan, you know, like 
Maggie didn’t have — I never saw him go and sit in Maggie’s office for any sort of 
formal meeting. But Evan would have to entertain him, so-to-speak, when he would 
come in, so he would still feel important or whatever. So I remember spending more 
time with her than anyone else at the DNC, was my point to that. 

Question. Let me show you a 

Ms. Amerling. So the record is clear, more time with whom? 

The Witness. Sandra Scott, if that was her name. 

Ms. Amerling. You are not certain it was Sandra Scott? 

The Witness. I believe it was somebody that was an assistant to Don Fowler. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Let me show you a June 5, 1995, letter, to you from Johnny Chung. 



585 


Answer. Yes. 

Ms. Amerling. Could you point me where I could find that document? 

Ms. Safavian. This is one of the ones that she produced to us today. It is in one 
of the stacks. 

The Witness. She can have that one. 

Ms. Amerling. If you could give me one minute to look at it, I will give it back 
in a minute. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you remember receiving this? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. This letter. You do recall receiving this letter? 

Answer. Yes. It was Fed Ex’d. 

Question. It was Fed Ex’d to you? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. It shows that he enclosed a paycheck for the month of May, and a per- 
sonal check to assist you with your move. The next paragraph says, “As you are 
aware, there is usually a 3-month probation period for all new hire employees. I 
would like to request from you at this time a proposal on what you can contribute 
and how you can assist AISI in Washington, D.C. After all, that was the major rea- 
son for your employment with us. 

“I am very sorry to say that your performance lately has not been satisfactory to 
our agreement. I do expect to see some kind of improvement and enthusiasm from 
you in the next 30 days for I do know that you have a lot more to offer. Under care- 
ful reconsideration, your China trip is temporarily postponed. I also want to inform 
you that the Chippewa delegation which was scheduled to arrive in D.C. at the end 
of June has canceled their trip.” 

Did you know about this 3-month probation period? 

Answer. No. Nothing was ever in writing with Johnny. I mean, we sat down and 
talked about the job itself or my responsibilities, that wasn’t in writing. There was 
never any contracts. There certainly wasn’t any 3-month probationary period talked 
about. Johnny talked about doing this work for 40 years or so. So 3 months 

Question. For you to do this work for 40 years? 

Answer. He would — I don’t know about me specifically, but he was talking to me. 
He would talk about this is a long journey and this messenger of peace mission that 
he has doesn’t happen overnight, and this is 40 years of work ahead of us, and he 
would just sort of talk like that. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. So I didn’t 

Question. He wanted you to determine how you could assist AISI in Washington? 

Answer. Yes. Actually, I don’t remember that portion of it. I think in essence here, 
Johnny was irritated with me because I kept bugging him about everything that all 
of his promises, and he wasn’t fulfilling any of them, i.e. the badge account, the 
house, anything. And I had to really put a lot of pressure on him to get the money 
by June 1st. I had to make a deposit to move in with this new lease and everything. 
So this is what came after that. 

Question. Did the two of you sit down and discuss what you could do for AISI? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know what he meant by your performance has not been satisfac- 
tory to your agreement? 

Answer. Not exactly. We never discussed it specifically. 

Question. Did that come as a surprise to you? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you talk to him about it ever? 

Answer. No. The only tangible thing that I can remember is that there was — 
when I was in LA originally in April, he handed me this stack of correspondence 
and other pieces of information. I don’t know if it was before or after this letter, 
but there was something that he said he gave me to send in an RSVP thing for, 
and I think it was the Doris Matsui Asian American something or other event going 
on at the White House. I enclosed that in the documents. He was angry — he missed 
it for some reason. I don’t know if he had forgotten about it, if I didn’t send it in. 
But I have the RSVP form there. So I don’t know what happened exactly, but he 
was furious that he missed this meeting. I can’t remember if it was before or after 
this letter. 

Question. And he blamed that on you? 

Answer. Oh, yeah. Yeah. 

Question. There was another China trip you were supposed to take? 
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Answer. Yes, I had forgotten about that, too. I am sure this sounds really whim- 
sical, but the way Johnny talks, it is like he talks about $3 million mansions and 
I was also going to have a car and a driver and a maid, and another trip to China 
and so it is like you don’t really — at least I didn’t hold on to — another trip to China, 
okay, we will see what happens. Like I wanted to quit. So I actually had completely 
forgotten about that trip. 

Question. It never came to be? 

Answer. I think he went. I never went. 

Question. Okay. Let me mark that as Exhibit GR-22. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-22 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Just so the record is clear, mentioned in that letter was he was giving 
you a personal check to help you move, and that is JCO 4068. Is that correct? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And that was for $2,000. 

Mr. Zacks. That was to the apartment referenced in that prior lease. Was that 
marked as an exhibit? 

Ms. Safavian. Yes, it was. 

Mr. Zacks. This check relates to the move for the lease represented in GR-18, 
right? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Zacks. Which served as the AISI headquarters as well as where you were 
staying for that period of time. 

The Witness. Yes. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Was this $2,000 for the security deposit and first month’s rent? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Let me mark that as GR Number 23. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-23 was marked for identification.] 
EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Let me hand you something else referenced in the letter. This looks like 
it was your paycheck. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. It is dated June 1, 1995, and it shows it was $1,956.60. 

Answer. Sixty-four cents. 

Question. I am sorry, 64 cents. What was your agreed upon salary with Mr. 
Chung? 

Answer. $29,000 a year. 

Question. $29,000 a year. 

Answer. Yes. Plus the, you know, the house and cars and maid. But my personal 
paycheck was to be $29,000. 

Question. Okay. Did there come a time when you did not get paid from Mr. 
Chung? 

Answer. I always received my payroll paycheck to my knowledge. 

Question. You did always receive that? 

Answer. There weren’t that many. Was it June 

Question. May, June 

Answer. And then I quit in July. 

Question. So you never had a problem getting your paycheck from Mr. Chung? 
Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. Let me mark that as GR-24. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-24 was marked for identification.] 

The Witness. I believe he also gave me severance pay when I quit. I don’t know 
if that counts as that. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. We will get to that when we talk about your quitting. Let me hand you 
another document that you produced this morning, a July 11, 1995, letter to Johnny 
Chung from you. If you will take a quick look at that. Can you explain this letter 
to me briefly? 

Answer. Resignation. 

Question. This your resignation letter? It appears in the letter that you have set 
out several complaints, if I can characterize it that way. 
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Answer. Yes. 

Question. Not having bought the $2.5 million mansion. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Not having opened or not having wired money into the Crestar Bank 
account. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. There is also something about on top of your salary, you would be paid 
a $500 per month clothing allowance. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. He did not pay you for that? 

Answer. Actually, I did end up getting reimbursed for that. 

Question. It also says 

Mr. Zacks. After this letter? 

The Witness. Yeah, I think so. Yes. Yes. Some of it might have been along the 
way, but there was a Chung — most of it was after the letter. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Okay. There is a paragraph that says “reflecting on the unfulfilled 
promises, the Spielberg party, the mansion, cars, driver, maid, rent, equipment for 
research project, a budget for the project, clothing allowance, et cetera.” These are 
all promises he made to you that were not fulfilled? 

Answer. The Spielberg party was the fund-raising event. 

Question. Did he promise you you could go to that? 

Answer. Yes. In typical Johnny talk, nothing is ever, you know, here is a ticket, 
would you like to go. It is, you know, I am going to this event. I could get you in. 
Would you want to go? I think he flew — I think I was actually in LA at the time 
of that event, but I never went to the event. So, yeah, it was like just one thing 
after the other. 

Question. Do you know who he brought to the event? 

Answer. His family. His wife and daughter. 

Question. Just the three of them? 

Answer. Do you know what? George might have gone to that. 

Question. George Liu, L-I-U? 

Answer. I think someone else did go. George and his girlfriend, Jenny. I don’t 
know if Jenny went. All I know is I didn’t go. 

Question. Okay. Had you talked to Johnny Chung about resigning prior to you 
giving him this letter? 

Answer. I don’t remember our exact flow of conversation. Ever since I got back 
from China, things were not good with him. I would call him to say, you know, 
where is the mansion, where is the money, where is this sort of thing. We definitely 
had discussions. Certainly, if he would be in town, we would talk. I don’t — I mean, 
I remember a couple of — I remember a couple of specific places we were in conversa- 
tion, but I honestly don’t even remember much of the content. 

Question. Let me just mark that letter as GR-25. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-25 was marked for identification.] 

Ms. Safavian. Let me hand you another letter from you to Johnny dated 

Ms. Amerling. For the record, there is no signature on the letter GR-25. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. I am handing you a July 17, 1995, letter that you wrote to Johnny. If 
you will just take a quick look at that. 

Answer. Okay. 

Question. Do you recall the context of this letter? 

Answer. Not much. Other than what is there. 

Question. Were the two of you thinking about tr3dng this again? In the first para- 
graph, “I am glad we had a chance to talk last week. I appreciate and value our 
discussion about starting the new chapter?" 

Answer. The new chapter was moving on, and I think somewhat trying to do it 
somewhat amicably. Like both starting new chapters, like I would do mine and he 
does his. But, no, it wasn’t about me continuing with AlSI. 

Question. You also wrote continuing the first paragraph, “I am sorry about the 
way our conversation went latter,” I suppose it should be later that evening, “and 
after rethinking everything, I feel our agreement is fair and equitable.” 

Answer. Yes. He was very angry with me when I — I can’t remember if I mailed 
him my resignation letter or if he was in town and I gave it to him and he read 
it. But either way, when he heard that I was quitting, that I wanted the money 
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that he owed me, he was furious, and so I am sure that is what that was referring 
to, sorry about the way our conversation went, because he was very angry. 

Question. Did you have an argument with him? 

Answer. Yeah. It was a very difficult conversation for me to have. 

Question. Okay. Let me mark that letter as Exhibit GR-26. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-26 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Let me hand you another letter, July 18, 1995, letter that you also 
wrote to Johnny. 

Answer. Okay. 

Question. I will just read it real quick. As we discussed yesterday, I am faxing 
you our agreement in writing. I would appreciate your sending me today 2 months’ 
salary and the $4,000 that you said would come from your personal account. Then 
it continues. What agreement in writing are you referring to there? 

Answer. I think this is it. He wanted me to send in writing what 

Question. Let me show you something else produced today. Could that be the 
agreement? 

Answer. No, this came afterwards. 

Question. Let’s 

Ms. Amerling. What is that? 

Ms. Safavian. That is a July 20, 1995 letter. Let’s stick with the July 18th letter 
for a moment. You were explaining there was an agreement? 

Answer. This is it. 

Question. This is it. Okay. That he was going to send you two months salary? 

Answer. It must have been in the $4,000 would be — two months salary and 4,000. 
I think that $4,000 was that would be other things that he needed to reimburse me 
for, clothing allowance. I don’t know if the Morton stuff was in that. It must have 
tallied up to about that amount. Maybe July rent. I don’t know. My guess is that 
it would be he owed me reimbursement money. I am sure that is what that is. 

Question. Did you seek legal representation in this matter? 

Answer. Unfortunately, I didn’t. 

Question. You did 

Answer. Not. 

Question. How did the two of you come to this agreement of 2 months severance 
pay and he would reimburse you the $4,000? 

Answer. That was just me. 

Question. That was just you. He agreed to that? 

Answer. Eventually, yes. 

Question. Do you feel now that, you know, that you didn’t get everything that was 
owed to you from Johnny Chung? 

Answer. There is a whole chapter. I mean, Johnny was a pain. I was then in — 
I mean, if you are asking what I really wanted out of the agreement, like this was 
a negotiation. What I really would have wanted was the entire year’s lease paid for. 
It was basically because of him that I had to enter into this leasing agreement. It 
was $1,000 for rent is not the amount of rent that I would normally pay for, if I 
had a normal job. It was a one-bedroom apartment, so I had to end up getting room- 
mates and basically cleaning up a mess that he had created in my life. To be done 
with things, I was fine about this, about what the negotiation we came to was. 

Question. Let me mark that as GR-27. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-27 was marked for identification.] 
EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you still have the July 20th letter that I handed you? It is right 
here. Let’s take a look at that right now. It is a letter from Johnny to you dated 
July 20th. Also attached to it is a release agreement, it looks like. Can you tell me 
a little bit about this? 

Answer. I never signed it. 

Question. The release you mean? 

Answer. Anything. This came to me, and I looked at it, and I just never signed 
it. I was just going on with my life. 

Question. What did he want you to release him from? 

Answer. I think, I haven’t read this, I thought it was basically something about 
how I am not going to ask him for any more money. Johnny was very sensitive 
about his money, and actually almost paranoid, in my opinion, about people trying 
to use him for his money. Imagine that. And he was very disturbed with my behav- 
ior and thinking that I was trying to — something about swindle money out of him 
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or something along those lines, when he actually owed me like $4,000 or so. I 
haven’t read this recently, but that is sort of what I remember. 

Question. The agreement says “release, acquit and forever discharge Automated 
Intelligence Systems, Incorporated, and Johnny Chung.” There is a whole paragraph 
on it. You didn’t sign this agreement though? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And he didn’t come back later? 

Answer. I never heard from him. 

Question. You never heard from him again once you got the checks? 

Answer. I ran into him once. That has been my only contact with him. 

Question. When was that? 

Answer. At the Democratic Convention in Chicago, like a year later. 

Question. How did that go? 

Answer. It was weird. But he was just walking down the hall. I said hello, Mr. 
Chung. He was fine. He showed me another picture of another kid he has, and it 
was a fairly brief conversation. He asked me what I was doing, and I said fund- 
raising, and he laughed and that was it. 

Question. Let me make this July 20th letter with the release attached GR-28. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-28 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Can you tell me briefly, you mentioned earlier you met Irene Wu out 
in California. What did she do for Johnny Chung? 

Answer. She seemed sort of like a secretary, assistant, right-hand person. I don’t 
know what she did for him business-wise, because I wasn’t really involved in any 
of that. She did like the dinner reservations there and worked for the travel agen- 
cies in getting all the plane tickets. I think she worked a lot with the schedules over 
there. 

Question. What do you mean by over there? 

Answer. In China, in setting up that sort of thing. And I believe Irene had come 
to Washington on some occasion and like was the, you know, his assistant to help 
out with the chaperoning and that I — that way, I think. 

Question. You mentioned earlier an Art L-I-A-N-G. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. What did he do for Johnny Chung? 

Answer. I forget what his title was. Some sort of chief of staff. I think Art actually 
had a real job with the business part, sales of some sort. But Art really liked all 
the prestige of the political arena, so I think Johnny would kind of like throw these 
carrots at him or let him go on trips or whatever. 

Question. Have you heard of a Steven L-I-N? 

Answer. That doesn’t sound familiar. 

Question. How about a 

Answer. Wait. The little chief engineer that runs the fax machine, like, is behind 
this bulletproof glass like windowless room. If that is him, I met some little engi- 
neer. 

Ms. Amerling. You are not certain that is him? 

The Witness. I can’t remember his name. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Does a N-A-C-H-I Lee or Nancy Lee mean anything to you? 

Answer. Nancy is the accountant, I think. 

Question. Where is she located at? 

Answer. In LA. 

Question. Did you meet her? 

Answer. Yes. I think I met her. She works nights, works like all night. She sends 
me my — the only reason why I had to contact her, like a year later was to get the 
information I needed for taxes. 

Question. So she was his accountant? 

Answer. To my knowledge. 

Question. How about a Steven H-U-A-N-G? 

Answer. Wait, that might — I don’t remember the name of the engineer, if that 
was him or not. There might have been two of them actually. 

Question. Okay. How about a Michael Lynn SHIH, C-H-I-E-F? 

Answer. Shoot, they all sound familiar. I keep thinking about this one engineer 
guy. Somebody took me computer shopping and new a lot about computers, and we 
were supposed to buy a computer for the D.C. office, and was showing me all about 
different laptops and everything. I don’t remember who it was. 
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Question. Okay. Just a few other names. Ever heard of Peter C-H-A-N-G? 

Answer. It sounds familiar, but 

Question. How about Great Wall International Culture Company? 

Answer. No. 

Question. How about a Susan Chang? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Also known as S-H-U-C-H-E-N, Chang? 

Answer. No. 

Question. George H-A-R-A? 

Answer. I don’t know which George I knew, the fat, chubby guy that tooled 
around. 

Question. How about Ernest Lee? 

Answer. That doesn’t sound familiar. 

Question. Larry L-I-O-U? 

Answer. I never new any Larry. 

Question. Okay. How about a S-H-I-H, H-U-N-G, Young? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Any knowledge of and West Environmental Group? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Professor Q-G-G-E-P-I-N-G. 

Answer. No. 

Question. George Tan? 

Answer. It sounds familiar. I don’t know. 

Question. And the last name, H-U-I-Y-U-A-N, the last name, Y-A-0? 

Answer. That doesn’t sound familiar. But you are missing one, Tina. 

Question. Tina who? 

Answer. I don’t know her name. 

Question. Was she an employee? 

Answer. Yes, to my knowledge. 

Question. Do you know what she did for him? 

Answer. The same sort of stuff as Irene, sort of PR secretary, whatever. Tina ac- 
tually — Tina told me some stuff at the end now that I just remember. When I was 
thinking of quitting, and like at that point obviously I didn’t know who I could trust 
anymore, and wasn’t really sa}dng much to people. But I forget where Johnny met 
Tina. I don’t know if he brought her over from China or what. 

Tina had some sort of bad situation with a husband and Johnny sort of bailed 
her out from that. I don’t know if he was like — I don’t know. Johnny told me all 
this once about Tina. Then when I was in China, I had this translator that helped 
me out a lot, that Johnny said he was going to hire her as his translator. Any time 
he came to China, she was going to have a job translating for whoever needed it. 
She was excited. She traveled a long ways to come to Beijing away from her family 
to translate for me. I think Tina knew her somehow. It was like a sister of a friend 
of her’s from going to school in China. 

Tina told me in the end Johnny was like scamming this girl, said that he didn’t 
hire her. She didn’t take some other opportunity that she was going to. I don’t know, 
it was something along these lines. This was like just confirming all of my wanting 
to get out of working for him. 

But that was Tina. 

Question. Okay. Did I forget any other AISI employee that you can recall? 

Answer. [Negative nod.] 

Question. Is that a no? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Safavian. Okay. I am almost done. If you can believe that. Let me just cover 
a few other brief things with you. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you know who Harry Wu is? 

Answer. Oh, the guy that was detained. 

Question. Over in China? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you know about Johnny Chung’s efforts to help Harry Wu? 

Answer. Not specifically, but it doesn’t surprise me. Johnny told me something 
about someone we had dinner with in China, and it kind of freaked me out. I don’t 
know if it was — I don’t know if he said we had dinner with one of the guys that 
was involved with ordering the tanks at Tiananmen or one of the guys that was 
in charge of detaining Harry Wu or something like that, but I didn’t know Johnny 
was trying to — I don’t remember him working on the Harry Wu thing. 
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Question. This was when you were in China in April? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Let me hand you this document. It is dated 7-25-95. I know that you 
may have — I don’t know if you had completely ceased working with Johnny at that 
time? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. But this is an AISI fax cover page that he — it looks like Irene sent to 
Betty Currie in the White House. Johnny Chung was asking for President Clinton 
to write him a credential letter for his trip to China. 

You can just flip through the pages. It starts with EOP 005053 and goes through 
to 57. As you can see, 55 is a letter from Bill Clinton dated October 3, 1994, which 
is the one Johnny is referencing in this fax cover page. This is one for Taiwan. He 
wanted one for China. The last page, 57, is one from Don Fowler discussing Johnny 
Chung’s efforts to build a bridge between the people of China and the United States. 

Do you have any knowledge of his efforts to get these credential letters? 

Answer. No, I didn’t. I wasn’t working with him then. 

Question. He didn’t previously before you left him mention how he wanted to help 
free Harry Wu? 

Answer. He might have talked about Harry Wu, because it was in the news a lot. 
I remember him telling me that I had to like keep up on current events and that 
sort of thing. Johnny was always tr 3 dng to get Don Fowler, the First Lady, or any- 
one over there, I mean, it was fhis whole bridging thing. But I don’t remember spe- 
cifically. I mean, Johnny never said to me, I want you to write a letter requesting 
help for Harry Wu, not that I remember. 

Question. Okay. Let me mark this group of documents as GR-29, Exhibit GR-29. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-29 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. So after you stopped working for Johnny Chung, you were back as a 
volunteer in the White House? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. You had done that on and off while working for Johnny Chung? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Was that then your full-time — what kept you occupied First Lady time? 

Answer. I worked there the month of August, and then I started a new job in Sep- 
tember, Campus Green Vote. 

Question. Okay. And then how much time did you put in as a volunteer in the 
White House? 

Answer. Hardly any then. 

Question. Hardly any. 

Answer. I worked at Campus Green Vote from September until I think it was like 
December 4th. Part of that time I was in Seattle working on an environmental ref- 
erendum. Then I left for Boston December 4th. So I was pretty much tied up with 
Campus Green Vote stuff. 

Question. Okay. Did you ever see Johnny Chung in the First Lady’s office after 
you quit working for him when you were a volunteer? 

Answer. Oh, you mean did he come 

Question. Did you ever see him visiting the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. He might have come back. I don’t know if — I don’t know if I was in the 
office then when he did. I remember it being kind of like touchy, either knowing 
he was going to come, I don’t know if they had me run some errand or something. 
I can’t remember exactly. 

Question. Okay. Do you recall Johnny sending Evan Ryan and Maggie Williams 
flowers? 

Answer. Yeah. Vaguely, now that you bring it up. 

Question. Let me hand you two documents. These are telephone message slips 
again. 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. And I think I may have them in reverse order. If you will take a look 
at EOP 509073 and 4, the message slip is to Evan. It is dated either 9-27 or 29. 
It is hard to tell if it is a 9, a message from Johnny Chung. It says he is sending 
two baskets of flowers; one for Maggie, one for you. 

Answer. Um-hmm. 

Question. Then the next document I hand you is EOP 059058 through 59. It is 
another message slip to Evan dated 10-20-95. He called again, and on the message 
slip says sending flowers to you and Maggie. 

Do you recall them receiving these two sets of flowers from Johnny Chung? 
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Answer. I don’t see how I would have. I think by that time I was working at Cam- 
pus Green Vote. He must have brought them flowers sometime when I was working 
for him or something. 

Question. You are thinking of previous times? 

Answer. Certainly not the October 1, I wouldn’t have known anything about. And 
I am quite sure I started Campus Green Vote by that time in September. So I 
wouldn’t have been there for that. The only thing I heard about I thought after like 
I left the White House was that Johnny came for a visit once and for somehow or 
some reason had to be removed by, I don’t know if it was Secret Service, security 
or something. Like he showed up and he called, I think he wanted to meet with 
Maggie and Evan said she was busy. She didn’t have any time available, and I don’t 
know if he got cleared in from someone else or something, but he just showed up. 

Evan was angry, because she was out doing, I don’t know, something, and came 
back and Johnny was like there in the office, and they had to ask him to leave. 
Something along those lines. Like he was not welcome. 

Question. Did Evan have to call the security or the police? 

Answer. I don’t know what the specifics were. She wasn’t the one that told me. 
There was this old lady volunteer that I kept up. She would tell me stuff like that. 

Question. You weren’t present that day? 

Answer. No, no. 

Question. Do you recall when that was? 

Answer. It was after I left. I think in the fall maybe. 

Question. Of ’95? 

Answer. I don’t know exactly when it was. 

Question. Did you ever ask Evan about that incident? 

Answer. I might have. Something very casually, like, oh, I heard Johnny got 
kicked out of the office or something. Like I don’t, we didn’t sit down and have a 
serious talk about it that I remember. 

Question. Did either Evan, Ryan or Maggie Williams ever mention to you that 
Johnny sent us flowers? 

Answer. I don’t remember that. We didn’t really talk about that kind of stuff. 

Question. Let me just mark those telephone message slips we were discussing as 
Exhibit GR-30. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-30 was marked for identification.] 
EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Just briefly going back to the Chinese delegation that was in the White 
House, in the First Lady’s office in March of ’95, were you — do you have any knowl- 
edge whether or not Evan, Ryan or Maggie Williams solicited a contribution from 
Johnny Chung? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Are you aware that Johnny Chung handed Maggie Williams a check to 
the DNC in the amount of $50,000? 

Answer. I think the only reason I know about that was because I read about it 
in the papers, but I don’t remember that. 

Question. You had no prior knowledge of it before the newspaper articles? 

Answer. No. 

Question. No one ever talked about it in the First Lady’s office? 

Answer. No. I mean, there was talk about Johnny and his money and Johnny con- 
tributing, definitely, but it was more Johnny the fund-raiser kind of context. 

Ms. Safavian. I believe that is all I have at the moment. Minority counsel will 
ask you some questions. I want to make sure I didn’t miss anything. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. AMERLING: 

Question. I want to start by thanking you for taking the time to talk with us 
today. You testified, I believe, that Johnny Chung wasn’t fulfilling promises he had 
made to you. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Is that correct? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. I would like to talk about his failure to fulfill promises to you a little 
bit more. 

Answer. Okay. 

Question. Now, I believe that you testified that while he paid you a salary, he did 
not fulfill other promises relating to reimbursing you. Is that correct? 

Answer. He reimbursed me eventually. 
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Question. But there was a time when you were concerned because he did not ful- 
fill his promises to reimburse you? 

Answer. Yes. Yes. 

Question. I want to turn to the July 11, 1995, letter that we have marked as Ex- 
hibit GR-25. 

Answer. Okay. 

Question. I want to turn to page 2. In the fourth paragraph up from the bottom 
of the document, it begins reflecting on unfulfilled promises. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Are you following me? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. The letter mentions clothing allowance. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did Mr. Chung make representations to you that he would provide some 
sort of clothing allowance to you? 

Answer. He said that I would be given $500 a month for a clothing allowance. 

Question. At the time of this letter, you believed he was not fulfilling that rep- 
resentation; is that accurate? 

Answer. I believe so. To the best of my memory, he had not reimbursed me for 
probably June and July. I know I had bought some clothes. Now I remember, be- 
cause I thought I was going on this second China trip, so I was preparing for that, 
and so I needed reimbursements that I hadn’t received. 

Question. You hadn’t received them in accordance with the schedule he had rep- 
resented he would pay you on? 

Answer. Yes. Well, he never — again, he was never specific in that way. It wasn’t 
ever — that is why we were supposed to have this checking account, to my knowl- 
edge, so that for these allocations that he made, I would then go and withdraw it 
from there. Does that answer it? 

Mr. Zacks. Counsel, can I have one moment. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. AMERLING: 

Question. Back on the record. This letter also references unpaid rent. Mr. Chung 
at this point, the point of the July 11 letter, also had not fulfilled his promise to 
you regarding rent? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. This letter also references a restaurant bill. Mr. Chung at this point 
also had not fulfilled his promises to you regarding that? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. Now, I believe you also testified that when you came back from your 
China trip, you found that the D.C. office didn’t exist. Is that correct? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Is it fair to say he had made representations to you about the terms 
of your employment that he did not meet? 

Answer. As of what we have just discussed? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. Definitely. 

Question. Would you say that Mr. Chung misrepresented the truth to you? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. You also, I believe, testified that Mr. Chung always had a lot of hoopla 
going on that you had to sort through. When you said that, were you meaning, when 
you said “sort through,” were you meaning you had to sort through what was the 
truth and what wasn’t the truth? Is that accurate? 

Answer. Yeah. Again, at the time I was fairly trusting and wasn’t naturally that 
skeptical of him. What I really meant by “sort through” was who knows what John- 
ny was talking about, mansions, cars, flowers, dinners, trips. It is like okay, what 
are we doing today? What is happening here? 

It wasn’t until pretty much that I wrote this letter, when it was like, okay, this 
guy is not fulfilling anything that he says. So it was like I just didn’t believe him 
anymore at all. 

Mr. Zacks. Can I ask a point of clarification? 

Ms. Amerling. Yes. 

Mr. Zacks. Would it be fair to say that you consider Mr. Chung on reflection and 
in hindsight a dishonest individual? It is a yes-or-no question. 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Zacks. Would it be fair to say you felt he took advantage of you and your 
naivete at that point in your life? 
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The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Zacks. Would it be fair to say that by and large, nearly everything he prom- 
ised you did not come to fruition with regard to your employment? 

The Witness. Absolutely. 

Mr. Zacks. Would it be fair to say that he appeared to you to be — how can I say 
this — a great exaggerator of the truth? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Zacks. Or lack of the truth with individuals? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Zacks. And would it be fair to say as far as you could tell, he tried to use 
everyone round him for his own purposes? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Zacks. Okay. Thanks. I just wanted to be clear on that. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. AMERLING: 

Question. A few more questions. You had testified that when you were in China, 
I believe you testified, correct me if I am wrong, Mr. Chung was looking for office 
space, and you had suggested that particular office that had Chinese military out- 
side would not be the best spot and that he agreed. Is that accurate? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And the next day, despite the conversation you had had with him, you 
heard him telling other people or another person that he was interested in that very 
office space. Is that accurate? 

Answer. The people that owned the office space. 

Question. Do you believe he was not telling the truth to that person? 

Answer. Yes, that is what I confronted him with. That was very uncomfortable, 
working with somebody that operated like that. 

Question. So based on your experience with Mr. Chung, would you say that you 
would not rely on his word? 

Answer. I couldn’t. 

Question. Based on your experiences with Mr. Chung, would you say his word is 
not credible? 

Answer. Yes. 

Ms. Amerling. I don’t have any further questions. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Just a couple follow-ups from the documents. Let me just show you, this 
is something else that you produced today, it looks like a calendar. If you could tell 
me what that is, please? 

Answer. This was a handwritten schedule for the China trip that I didn’t have 
involvement with, other than showing up at things. I don’t even know how closely 
this was followed. I think this was made up sort of towards the beginning of the 
trip, and I wasn’t involved with this schedule. 

Question. Does looking at that and some of the names that are listed help refresh 
your recollection as to some of the people that you met that you mentioned earlier, 
and you just couldn’t think of their names? 

Answer. I remember meeting Vice Premier Lee. The China Petrochemical Cor- 
poration. The office space. Oh, Charlie Parish. I forgot about him. 

Question. Charlie Parish? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who is he? 

Answer. He worked at the American Embassy, and Johnny bugged him, too. I saw 
Charlie there, and he came to D.C., and we had dinner with him in D.C., too. 

Question. Do you know what he bugged him about when he was over in China? 

Answer. Charlie tried to be nice about it, but he said Johnny called him and was 
trying to get in or whatever, and Charlie was tr 3 dng to do other things or get rid 
of him, and ended up, like everyone, letting Johnny in and, I don’t know if Johnny 
was working with him on visas or something. I don’t know. 

Question. Let me just mark that — do you recognize anjdhing else? Does that help 
you with anybody else? 

Answer. Not really. 

Question. Okay. Let me just mark that as Exhibit GR-31. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-31 was marked for identification.] 

Mr. Zacks. Earlier when you had referenced a $50,000 payment by Mr. Chung 
to DNC, what was the date of that check or the date it was tendered? 

Ms. Safavian. I can put into the record an L.A. Times article dated July 27, 1997, 
that sets forth Johnny Chung’s version of the delegation and the First Lady’s office. 
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and the White House tour, the mess and the photo with the First Lady and the 
$50,000 check that he handed to Maggie Williams. 

Mr. Zacks. Okay. 

Ms. Safavian. Would you like me to make that an exhibit? 

Mr. Zacks. Not necessarily. I am happy to just review it. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Let me just show you another thing real quick. This is something else 
you produced. It looks like pages of copies of business cards and a printout of names 
and addresses. Let me hand that to you. Can you explain to me what that is? 

Answer. It was something Johnny gave to me with the rest of his correspondence. 
He kept his business cards in this plastic-covered thing, and he just made Xeroxed 
copies of it. I think it was most of his like D.C. or political contacts, I mean that 
he considered his contacts. 

Question. Was this like for you to keep and if you needed to contact these people? 
Why do you have possession of this? 

Answer. It wasn’t really discussed. I think it must have been in the stack he gave 
me of all of this correspondence from before I started working for him until after. 

Question. So you did not put that together for him? 

Answer. No. He has this. 

Question. That was already done? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Okay. Let me make that Exhibit GR-32. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-32 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Then, lastly, also in the documents you brought with you today, there 
are a couple of letters. I am just going to kind of group them together. There is an 
October 3, 1994, letter from Bill Clinton to Johnny Chung, an October 13, 1994, let- 
ter to Johnny Chung from A1 Gore, a March 14, 1996, letter to the Honorable Zheng 
Hongye, the Chairman of the China Chamber of International Commerce, from Don 
Fowler. 

Let me hand these three letters to you. I am just interested in why you have pos- 
session of those three letters, since they were before the date of your employment 
with Johnny Chung? 

Answer. When I went to LA, Johnny just handed me this stack of papers, literally 
in a stack, of political correspondence that he had, that was either DNC-related or 
whatever, and I kept it in this stack of stuff. 

Question. Did he ever tell you what he wanted you to do with it? 

Answer. No. It was just like, here. 

Question. Did you ever do anything with it? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Safavian. Okay. Let me just group those three letters together and make 
those Exhibit GR-33. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-33 was marked for identification.] 

Ms. Safavian. 

Question. Let me show you what I just came across. You were mentioning earlier 
you thought in the brochures he was handing out in China there was a group of 
letters. I just handed you a group of letters that you produced this morning. Could 
you tell me, is that what you were referencing earlier? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And this grouping is what he would — you tell me. What did he do with 
these letters? 

Answer. I don’t know about this particular packet. I wasn’t involved with this. 
The packets I know about are the color-copied ones that — I didn’t have anything to 
do with them actually except make sure I had enough to hand out to people when 
we were in China for that day’s meetings. So as far as putting them together or 
anything like that 

Mr. Zacks. The question was earlier you indicated that during the China trip you 
recalled a packet also being disseminated, either in conjunction with those or inde- 
pendently, that were braggadocio letters from A1 Gore, the President, other dig- 
nitaries, to impress officials. The question was, do you recognize these letters as 
those documents you earlier referred to? 

The Witness. I don’t remember packets in China being handed out that were — 
that letters were included with. I only in my — in the last 48 hours in preparing 
these materials for today, saw this packet and flipped through it and realized that 
he included letters. 
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To the best of my ability, I think, AISI and whatever else this says, it is a com- 
pany profile sort of thing that he would have handed out to people, but I didn’t 

Mr. Zacks. You don’t have personal knowledge that he did? 

The Witness. Correct. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. I thought you said earlier that you do recall there was some package 
like that when you were in China. 

Answer. No. 

Question. That is not the case. 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Safavian. Since we referenced that, let me mark that GR-34. 

[Ratliffe Deposition Exhibit No. GR-34 was marked for identification.] 

Ms. Safavian. I think I am done. That is all that I have. Do you have an3dhing 
further? 

Ms. Amerling. I don’t have any further questions. 

Ms. Safavian. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Zacks. I would only state on the record then that A, I would make a formal 
request for a copy of the transcript, if you would be so kind to forward it to my of- 
fice, as opposed to us going to Washington to review it. 

Ms. Safavian. Like I mentioned earlier, we can send you a confidentiality letter 
which you both have to sign and then we can send out the transcript for you to re- 
view. 

Mr. Zacks. Secondly, and then just to confirm, we are going to give you certain 
brochures and cards and the like, that are originals, and you have agreed that you 
will copy those and send them back to my office. 

Ms. Safavian. That is correct. What I was planning on taking are the two AISI 
color brochures, a stack of business cards, and I can count these up real quick. 

My quick count, I believe there are 69 business cards, that I was also planning 
on taking with me. Additionally, there were some of the brochures that you brought 
hack from China that we had already mentioned on the record that I was also going 
to take back with me. That was it. 

Mr. Zacks. Okay. Then just for a final point of clarification, earlier in the pre- 
amble or the instruction portion of your questioning, and I just want to be clear, 
is the area of my client not discussing her testimony here today, is that an informal 
request by Congress, or does that request carry the rule of law much like 6(e) does 
with a grand jury in Federal court? Is she by law prohibited and/or myself from dis- 
cussing her testimony here today? 

Ms. Safavian. This deposition was taken in executive session, which means that 
it is not discussed publicly with anyone outside of the committee and/or Members 
of Congress. 

Mr. Zacks. Is that a matter of protocol or law? That is my question. 

Ms. Safavian. That is under the committee rules. With regard to you and your 
client, I was going to say I don’t 

Ms. Amerling. It is my understanding that is a request the Majority makes. 

Ms. Safavian. I believe it is voluntary on your point. My only point is we do not 
release this deposition unless the committee votes to release it. It stays under exec- 
utive session. 

Ms. Amerling. “We” meaning the committee. 

Ms. Safavian. Is that your understanding of it? Sam. 

Ms. Amerling. That is my understanding of how your request, of what your re- 
quest means. 

Mr. Zacks. Okay. I am clear. Thank you. 

Ms. Safavian. (Dkay. That is all. Thank you. 

[Whereupon, at 4:45 p.m., the deposition was concluded.] 

[The exhibits referred to follow:] 
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'vlembefB of the China Delegation. -Mr. Zheng {Chairman of the China Chamber of Int'l Commerce), 
Mr, Van (China Petro-Chemica> Corp.), Mr. Huang { China Int'l Trust i Investment), 

{ylr, Wang (Shanghai AJ Corp,j. Mr. Yu {Chief, American & Oceanian Division, Liaison Dept., 
China Chamber of inl’S Commerce) a.nd Mr. Sun (the young entrepreneur from Xinjiang) 
with First Lady Hillary at the First Lady Office. 
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AISI_ 

AUTOMATED INTELLIGENT SYSTEMS, INC. 


2771 Plaza Del Arro • Suite #809 • Torrarvee, CA90S03 *781; (310) 328^833 • Fax (310)328-4196 


April 5, 1995 

(Via Fax 202 456-6244) 

Margaret Williams 
Assistant tc the President and 
Chief of Staff to the Rrst Lady 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20506 

Dear Ms. Williams, 


I have an important issue here that needs your assistance. As you always know, l am 100% 
supportive of the Rrst Lady's Office and I am al^ys delighted to wodc with DNC at every occasion. 
The China Business Delegation led by Chairman Zheng Hongye met with President Clinton and took 
some pictures after the radio address on March 11, 1995. It's been over three weeks, I have not 
seen any of the pictures. I have learned from Mr. Richard Sullivan of DNC that the National Security 
Council is holding on to those pictures. 

In my opinion, if wealth them to take the pictures with our President then we should be courteous 
enough to let them have the pictures. I am going to CNna next week and I do need to bring those 
pictures me. I have run out of excuses to teii them why the pictures are taking forever. I really 
appreciate your help in solving this minor issue. 


I look forward to seeing you this weekend at Mr. Steven Spielsberg's party. Thank you again for 
everything. 

Sincerel)/ 


''v^.^hrtny Chung 


/ 


Chairman/CEO 
AfSI 
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March 21, 199S 


Johnny Chung 
Chairaan/CEO , AISI 
2771 Plaza Dal Ano 
Suite 809 

Torrance, CA 90503 
Dear Johnny, 

The Qore I reflect upon our last conversation, the more excited I 
am for the future. I feel very fortunate to have found someone 
who believes in the President as much as I do and is willing to 
work towards his success. 

I am equally optimistic about the China adventirre. I have heard 
many wonderful things about the country and Her people, but have 
not had the opportunity to see the places or experience the 
people and customs until now. 

I am also looking forward to accommodating your guests and 
planning -the **courtesy visits”. We will have to discuss this in 
more detail so I will know exactly what you expect. I am a 
people person who genuinely enjoys seeing others happy. I am 
thrilled to be able to turn this into a lifestyle, so as to 
provide you and your guests with a Washington experience they 
will remember. 

X truly appreciate the opportunity that you have given me and 
look forward to discussing more of the details later this week. 


Sincerely, 



^ EXKiBiT 

j CkQ 13. 
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March 26, 1995 


Ms. Maggie Williams 
The White House 
Office of the First Lady 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

Dear Maggie, 

I would like to discuss a professional matter with you. As I 
have mentioned before, I am planning a trip to China. A group of 
10 Americans, including Don Fowler and three Congressional 
members, will be going to China to meet with numerous officials 
and businessmen. Since the Chinese-American business leaders in 
the United States are so important for the '96 election, I am 
building a bridge so these community leaders will participate. 
This trip is also very important for the cultural and trade 
relationship between China and the U.S., so it is necessary that 
it run smoothly. 

Maggie, you know how much I like you and enjoy working with your 
gracious staff. They are always most helpful to me when I bring 
my groups to the White House. With your permission, I would like 
to recruit a member of your team. I need a competent individual 
to coordinate, plan, and schedule the trip to China, then after 
the trip, I will need a person to work with the Asian groups that 
come to Washington, 

When visiting your office, the efforts of Gina Ratliffe have 
stood out, I was impressed with Gina's professional manner and 
work ethic and would like to put her in charge of my Washington 
office. Her responsibilities will be geared to what I call 
'^courtesy visits'* for the groups of people coming over to 
America; consequently, she will not be dealing with the machine 
aspect of the business, 

I understand that her internship is not officially over until the 
end of April; however, I have another group coming into the 
country April 5th and would like very much to have her begin work 
for AISI at this time. 

Gina is very committed to supporting the President and the First 
Lady. I assured her that we are all working for the same 
purpose — our goal is to see President Clinton re-elected. 

Maggie, you know that you are my good friend. I greatly admire 
and appreciate your service to this country, but even more I 
respect you as an individual. I believe that the quality of 
people in your office reflect the type of person that you are. 
With your approval I would like Gina to continue to work and 
support this Administration, only with a slight change — that she 
switch over from your payroll to mine! 


2 EXHIBIT 
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Maggie, if you like I am happy to talk to you about this. You 
can call roe at 1 <800) 999-1736 and I will answer any questions 
you might have. I appreciate your consideration and look forward 
to continued, friendly, working relations between our offices. 

Your friend always. 


Johnny Chung 
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are eoneemed, (hey al aeem to be bona llde (pnecent or farmer} Ct^rme 
offidais. (he a uuaep fcm of James Y. Sun. Vataig entraprafMUjr 

and sdf-made mfiSonaW.* Ctot seme dotdtto ttiere. NotMehatsndng that, 
frwse guys vdB afi hang die pkduree on (he yv«B and faei gritelU for a 
memory. 


But a caution — a of totwo de|(l vu. Hastog reoanSy eounaaled • 

yotmg intom from die Rtiot Udy% oAee whs had be«> effarod a *dr«afn Job* 
by Johnny Chung, (think he ahoidd be dettodweh a pkwh of Msploton. My 
In^sresston is that he's a husttor, and ^peam to be IwwoMe d In aatdng up 
some kind of csnsuttHg opeortion thatwfn (hdire by bringing CNnmo 
envepreneurB into tovm for oipoeure (e hightovei Li.S. offidalx. My 
concern is that he ivfi continue to make efforts to bring 'Irtendc'' into 
contact wftii die POTUS and FLOTUS — to show one and a! he b a bfg shot, 
thereby enhanc^g bos business. Cd venture a guess (hat not aO hb 
business vonlures — or (hose of hb eflenB - wotrtd be ooee tiie President 


woufd supperi 1 else predict diat ha iMIi became a royai pah, because ha 
wffl esspect to get aJmaar treatment for future viste. Ho wl8 be 
persrstefft. 


Bob 


From; Darby, M. Brooke 

To: @ASIA • Adan Affairs 

CC:fR, Record at At 

Subject: PHOTOS? fUNCLASSlFigOJ 

Date: Friday. April 07, lff95 01 :12 PM 

Aft odd sAua«en on whiBi I need soma guidance »or the Preerdeftfs office 

asBp; 

A ceupia of weeks age. late Fr(d»y nigm. ffie head of (he ONC asked (he 
Pre»denfs office io indude aaveral people in (he Presldenrs Satordey 
Radio Address. They did so, not knowing enyWog about them except that 
they were ONC confrtbutors. 

It toms out (hoy ere vertou* Chine»« guru* and (he POTUS wasni m/fe we'd 
want photos of him with these people oreiPating around. Johnny Chung, one 
of (he people on dte list, is coming in to see Nancy Hemrekdi tomorrow and 
Nancy needs to knew urgently wfietiter or not she can gve him (he pictures. 
Could you picase ^vicw pie ksl asap and gNe me your advice on whetiier we 
want these photos floating around? {FYJ • mesa people are maier ONC 
cofwnbutofs and if we can give (hem die photos, the PresidenTs office 
woi^d Uka to do so); 


- EXHIBIT 
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CLASS: UNCLASSIFIED 
DISPOSITION; RECORD 
Trafwniss^; 07-Apr-9S i 12* am 
SEN^R: SueSinger, Robert L. 

SUSJSCT; SuN«et: RE: PHOTOS? tUNCLASSJFiEDJ 
TO: Darby, Het»«e B. 

CC: Rath.Stai^O. 


7>)e joys o f totandne fartigl poScy *ffiifn-T rlnmartir 

pbfitils: V ; anyasar^ ^ma{^ laUS. foreign goiey fram 

tJIviiy USiuny Chung the fiieiwes. And to Die degree it metmtes twn to 
e effeiie.g»«eihteiwa to aie PNC. vH l o ero I to eompteai? NeiP iw da I see 
any unalloyed benefit, eaner. twTU'Titil'as Dve athiu u^ranese' of Die isi 
are coneefMd. they ^ seetn to be bona Sde {present or farmer) Ctwese 
ohidali. ««<th the peafeie exception ol James Y. Suru *yaung entrepfenetif 
and self>niade inHtianan.* Get aeme doubts there. Nobvffincanding that 
these guys Mtl al hang tie pictures an the wall and ted grateU for a 
memory. 


But a caution - a warning of future deit vu. Hadng recently ceunselied a 
young tntem from (he Fist Lady's office who had been offered a 'dream job* 
by Jehmy Chung. 1 fiaik he dioidd be treated wiih a pinch of ajsplcton. My 


imoresie njs lhar he '« a and appears to be in«ofved in seOing up 

same kind ofarsiAing epera&on that wiif thrive by bringing Chinese 
entrepreneurs into toYm for erasure (o highJewel UJS. effiuK. My 
concern is that he wS continue to make efforts to bring his ‘frtends* into 
eoraact ywith the ROUfS and FLOTUS — to show etie and aS he is a big shat, 
themby enhancing buaness. fd venture a guess that not ^ fas 
business veiDures > or these of he ctianb^-woold be ones the Resident 
would supp«t. I also pre<£et that he wil became a royal pain, because he 
wiJJ expect » get simiiama&nent for future vises. Hewabe 
persistefjt. 


From: Darby, M. Brseke 
To: @AStA • Asan Affate 
CC:/R. Record at Al 
Subject PHOTOS? [UNCtASSIFlSD} 

Date; Friday. Apri 07. 1995 01:12 PM 

An odd sTtLiabon on which I r>eed same guidance for the President's offiee 
a»p: 

A couple of weeks ago. late FiSday night, the head of (he ONC asked die 
President's office to indude several people In the Presidenfs Saturday 
Radio Address. They did sq. net knowing anything about (hem except Oiat 
(hey wore ONC eemibuiors. 

It (urns flut tncy are various Chinesa gwus and the POTUS wssnt sure we'd 
want photos of htm with giese people dreiiabng around. Johnny Chung, one 
of me people on (he list. » coming in to sec Nancy Hemreich tomorrow and 
Nancy neods to know urgenSy whefiier or not she can give him the picamrs. 
Could you pieaee review die ket asap and give me your advice an wheOier we 
want these photos fiaakng aroixid? (FYt - Dtese peo^ are major DNC 
constbutors and if we cm gwe diem the photos. Die President's office 
would fike (c do so): 


JCH14761 
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j-//- - fir- 


plM ■. I 


Everbright Bank & Evarbright Group 
U.S. VlaitSchadule 


Monday 


6.^363 

S.M- 

— 

Pick up at Waahlngtdn O.C. airport 



— 

Check in to J.W. Marriott Hotel 



7;00 p.m. 

Dinner 





6.^27 3 

i*- 

5:00 a.m. 

Breakfast in the Hotel 



10:00 a.m. 

Department of Treasury 



12:00 p.m. 

Lunch at White House Mess 



1:00 p.m. 

Tour the White House 



2:0C p.m. 

Free Time 


i « ti 

7:00 p.m. 

Dinner 



Wadnasdav 


6;!280 


0:00 a.m. 

Breakfast In the Hotel 



10:30 a.m. 

Meeting ONC Chair 

Mr. Don Fowler 



12:00 p.m. 

Lunch at DNC Headquarter 



1:30 p.m. 

Return to Hotel 



6:00 p.m. 

The White House Dtnr^er Party 
(Formal attire 
male- black tuxedo 
female-evening dress) 


irk ■■ itmi) 


i EXHIBIT 

j Ho 




642 



McClain. Wilson, Dewey & Mounts 

REAL ESTATE 

Qreystons Hanor 
232S Porter Street 

3 Klllion Dollars 


First Floor 

* Large Entrance Ball vith broad sweeping staircase 
(10 ft. ceilings), beautiful plaster souldlngs 

* Main Drawing Boo* with aarble fireplace, plaster aouldlngs 

* Two Sun Porches with elaborate aosalc tiles, on* on each 
side, terra cotta tile patio at rear of house 

* Fomal Dining Soon with aarble fireplace 

* library 

* Marble Powder Roo* 

* Mew large Kitchen, ample cabinets, ooramio tile floors, bach 
stair case, deck off kitchen 

Sflg OT a.,aoac 

* Three bedroons, all with fireplaces and baths ensuitej a fourth 
bedroon: large windows with beautiful views, ai^le closet space 
(Master bedrocat walk-ln closet) , waeher and dryer. 



« Mew staff quzurters; In-law suite with new kitchen, separate 
dining roo*, two bedroons and tvo baths 
* Cuest be^ooa and bath 


• Enorsous unfinished rooae with two separata entranoes 

* Private crmiTwie - 4.2 acres Of private grounds bordered on three 
sides by Kstional Park land. Two car stone garage and stona 
pergola 

Qrtigulara 

year Bnilts 1911 Lot: 3 S 4 Square 2224 

Taxes: S 20, 163 3 Saw Sonss CAC 

New Roof New Wiring (600 AMPS) New Plusbing 


For further inforsation on this fine property, please contoM 
Steven KoClaln at (202) 332-3131 or at ho»e at (202) 362-9274. 

(All inforaation deesed reliable but not warranted 
or guaranteed by broker or his roprosentatlvee. ) 


PbeOBteBeriSOa# • WeiioNoa D.C 30009 


EXHIBIT 
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LEASE APARTMENT - D.C. 
(AU Blctatf Rmn'Kl) 


WASPKOTOy LAW REPORTEB FOR 
less EiwSt., N.W., WuUogtm. D.C. 


THIS LEASE, made this day of 

MANAGEMENT COMPANY 


I , iS ^by and between HAMILTON 

herein called ‘jLandlord,* and 
herein called 'iTenant*; 

WITNESSETH, that Landlord hereby rents to Tenant {the premises known and designated as Apartment No 
, located on the floor, in 

Washingttm, D.C., for a term of I , commencing on the | day of 

19^5 •nblb* on **“ 31 oayof Y “ nnd for ih. torm rent of 

$ < payable in monthly Ina^lments of | , in advance on the j day of 

each and every month during the term of thla lease, at the place deeignated by t,andlord, whsrevor located. 
Tenant la taking pMseseim of said premises on ^6 a/£. j ldi.5 > *nd thereafter the monthly in- 
stallment of rent will be due and payable on the / ^ ^ clay of each month, commencing on ^ OW £ } _ 

19^5. as hereinabove provided. 

IT IS AGREED: 


1. That the Tenant takes posseeston of said premises as a tenant for the aforesaid term, subject to delivery 
of possession ^ the Landlord and covenants and agrees that the statements and representations made on the 
signed ^)pUcation made by the Tenant are material representations relied upon by the Landlord and are incor- 
porated into this agreement by reference, the falsity of which, in whole or in part, shall constitute a breach of 
this lease entitling the Landlord to possession of said pmnlses, at his option, without notice, notice to quit 
being esqiressly viralved by the Tenant. This lease is conditioned upon the Landlord teing able to secure pos- 
session of said premises from the existing tenant, if any, by the commencement date hereof, and if the Land- 
lord is unable to d"1b’ir possession of ^d premises to Tenant at said commencement date for any reason, 
such right of possession by Tenant shall be postponed until such time when said premises shall be put in suit- 
able physical condition, for occiq)aney, or until such time when the Landlord is able legally to deliver posses- 
sion. without any liability on the part of the Landlord to the Tenant lor any such postponement. 


2. That, the Tenant will deposit with the Landlord cm or before Commencement of the tenancy the sum of 

$ to lie hcid ov tne Lancuoro « securuy -/eposu, ana winch, at Ui.* terininatloi. of the ie[.a9.c 

for^wmnrever cause, Landlord may retam and apply as required, as full or partial payment lor any damage to 
the demised premises . damage by fire or other 

casualties not occurring uirough the negligence of the Tenant, his family, agents or employees, or for past 
due unpaid rent; the portion ofsaldSecuri^Ocposlt not so retained and applied shall be refunded to the Tenant 
within days after Tenant has quit posseselon of the premises. In the event that this lease shall be ter- 

minated by the Tenant prior to the expiration date, all or part of the Security Deposit aforesaid may be re- 
tained by the Landlord as damages (or the lose of rent resulting from such premature termination and without 
prejudice to the Landlord's rights regarding any other furtber obligations of the Tenant; the portion of said 
Security Deposit not so retained and ai^Ued sh^l be refunded to the Tenant within 45 days after Tenant 
has quit possession of the premises. 


3. That all personal property in said premieee shall be and remain at the sole risk of Tenant, and Landlord 
shall not be liable lor any damage to, or loss of such property arising from any acts of negligence of any other 
persons or from any other cause whatsoever, nor shall Landlord be liable for any injury to the Tenant or other 
persons Inoraboutthepremises, except when caused by the negligence of Landlord or his agents or employees. 


4, That if the premises become uninhabitable by reason of lire not due to the negligence of Tenant, his fam- 
ily, agents or employees, the- rent herein provided for shall be suspended until the premises shall have been 
reAored to a habitable condition. Landlord shall not be obliged to rebuild or restore said premises. 


5. That this lease is, and shall remain, subordinate in lien to all existing mortgages or deeds of tnist upon 
said premises, and to any and all mortgagea and deeds of trust that may hereafter be placed thereon. 


b. That i^on violation by Tenant of any of the provisions and agresraents herein contained, or lallure of 
Tenant to pay the rent when due and paywle, at the option of Landlord this lease and all things herein con- 
tained shall forthwith cease and determine and shall operate as a notice to quit, any notice to quit as required 
by law, in each event being hereto eiqiressly waived, ana Landlord may thereiqion proceed to recover posses- 
sion of said premises in accordance with the provtslons of the law regulatli^ proceedings In cases between 
landlords and tenants. 


7. That in the event Tenant shall remain In poaeeesion of the premises hereby demised at the expiration of 
the term here^ created. Tenant shall, by virtue of thla agreement, become a tenant by the month at the same 
monthly rental as hereinabove provided as the monthly Installment, to be pgidas aforesaid, and. the Tenant 
shall be subject to all of the agreements and conditions herein contained. Thirty days notice in 

writing from the tenant to the landlord is required ^rior ^§-||rt5re^ 

8. That no waiver of one breach of any covenant or agreement herein contained shall be conwrueo to 5e a 
wraiver of the covenant or agreement itself, or of the subsequent breach thereof. 


TENANT HEREBY FURTHER AGREES: To use said premises as a dwelling and for no other purpf®®' to 
pay the rent- herein reserved when the same is due, without demand, and without wy deduction mweirom 
whether by attempt to credit or apply in 11®“ of such rent payment all or any PA*t of the Security ue^ , or 
otherwise; (to pay all utility bills for said premises when and as the same shall become due and payaDle.) to 
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^®P the nrsnuses clean and saiutary as condiUon of the premises pernUt: to dispose from the premises 
fUbbteh garbage and other organic or uammabie waste in a clean, sale and sanitary manner: to-properly 
y®® Shd o^rate all electrical, gas, plumbing and heating fixtures and appliances, and tn the gu etrt the plumb- 
*®8 of said premises is obstructed due to the n^Jigence of the Tenant, hls family, guests, agdhts or employ- 
®®s to D'f the cost of clearing such obstruction immediately upon presentation of the bill to Tenant by Landlord; 
not to ^rmit any person with his permission to wiU^Uy or wantonly destroy, deface, damage. Impair or re- 

■ hJov* snypartoftne structure orawelungunlt or the fsetUtleii or appurtenances thereto, and not himself do any i 

■ such td aeimowiedge m Landlord any assignee or transferee of this lease; not to assign 

or subl®* said premises or wy part thereof, nor transfer possession or occupancy thereof to any other person 
or persons: not to remodel or make any structural chani;e8, or alterations, additions or decorations of any 
nature- attach any fixtures, aroliancss or attachments to the prerahses. nor to remove, 

. exciian*® *1*1*'®* eq^pment of any nature in said premises without the Landlord's written per- 

\ ^ mis^f??, Jrl. premises is such manner so as to comply with all Municipal Orders and 

\ Rs***^^*^*?! 8af<f premises or permit the stime to be used for any disorderly or tmlawlul pur- 

/■? • . damage by fire ot other casualty not occurring 

/'\ negligence of Ten^, hls family, agents or employees excepte'd; In the event Tenar>t j« arfiJi. 

/ make* tm assignment benefltof irsdltors, this l^se, at th' 

I » ’ is* J2S ®.® Mg y j determine, M^^Bremleec sbaU be surrendered to the I 

14' rederfes the right to forthwith re-enter and fOMfeae said premises. ^ 

4 The aeeuri^ deposit ie never to ^he used dsr the. l-«t 
/After 1st twelve months tenant will receive 596 interest on security 
••rdepoait. No interest is paid for less than twelve months. 

Rent is subject to charge if received after the first of the month 

or check is dishonored. 

No tape or nails are to be used on the walls. Vacated apartments not 
cleaned and returned as leased are subject to cleaning and decorating 
charges. Landlord will notify tenant of deficiencies within 45 days 
of departure. Checks are to be mailed to arrive 1st of month to: 


Hamilton Management Co. 

3016 Dum^'srton Street. 11. W.' 42 
Washington. D.C. :ib007 


^ EXHIBIT 

jGRii 


WITNESS, the hands and seals of the parties hereto on ttje day and year first above written. 
Witness: 



(SEAL) 


— (SEAL! 

Tenant 

This is to certify and acknowledge that I received a copy of my rental application, an executed ccqiy of this 
lease and a copy of ArUele 290 of the Housing Regulations of the mstrict of Columbia thia__LL_day of 
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May 24, 1995 


Johnny, . 

Here is the information about the checking account I 
just opened: 

Crestar (is the name of the bank) 

1700 K Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20006-3801 
(202) 879-6469 phone 
(202) 293-3291 fax 

The Account Number is: 

24 Hour Personal Service, 7 Days a Week, 1 — 800 — CRESTAR 


Thank you very much. Have fun at the wedding! 


i EXHIBIT 
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MSI 


FAX COVER PAGE 

AUTOMATED INTELLIGENT SYSTEMS, INC. 


Ftx>m : Johnny Chung 


For Information Cali : (310) 328-3883 


Fax Number : 


Total Pages Including This Cover Page : 




MR. 
Chairman/CEO 


California Corporate Office; 

2771 Plaza Del Amo, Suite #809 
Toixance, CA 90503 
Tel: (310) 328-3883 
Fax: (31 0) 328-4196 


Washington DC Office: 

955 2Sth Street #709 N.W. 
Washington, DC 20037 
Tel: (202) 342-5805 
Fax: (202) 965-5605 


Hono Kono Office: 

6D Hilton Towers 
96 Granville Rd. 

Tsim ShaTsui East 
Kowloon, Hong Kong 
Tel: 852-2301 -3800- 
Fax: 852-2739-1182 

Taiwan Office: 

#63 Ren Her Road 
Tainan, Taiwan. ROC 
Tel: 886-S-260-7335 
Fax: 886-6-260-2402 

China Office: - Beijing 
#5 Dong San Huan 8ei-Lu 
Caho Yang District, 100004 
Beijing, China 

Tel: 86-1-501-0569.501-0172 
Fax: 86-1-501-1329 


MobSe: (310)990-6055 

HomeTd: (310)809-5305 
Home Fax: (310) 924-6635 

Contact: Ms. Irene Wu 

Corp. Communications Manager 


Contact; Dr. Wen C. Lin 

Senior Advisor to Chairman/CEO 
Tei; (301)299-8241 
Fax; (301)299-8881 

Contact; Mr. George Liu 

Special Asst, to Chairman/CEO 

Ms. Emily Chanlj ^ ) 


Contact: Mr. George Ltu ( 

Special Asst, to Chairman/CEO 

Ms. Li-Ching Chen { Sfj ) 

Contact: Mr. David W. Chen 

Special Asst, to (Dhairman/CEO 

Mr. YeWun H» ^ ) 


China Office : - Quangzhou 
#37 Ti-Yu East Road 
Quangzhou, China 
Tel: 020-757-2825 


Contact: Mr. Jian-Feng Sun 

Special Asst, to Chairman/CEO 


China Office : - Xinjiang 
#32-8 Youhao North Road 
Urumqi City, 830000 


Contact; Mr. Jian-Feng Sun 

Special Asst, to Chairman/CEO 


Xinjiang, China 
Tei; 991-484-8588, 484-3538 
Fax: 991-484-5588 
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AfSI_ 

■— AUTOMATED INTELLIGENT SYSTEMS, INC . 

2771 Plaza Del Amo •Suite #809 •Torrance. CA90503*T^; (310) 328-3883 • Fax: (310)328-4196 


Junes, 1995 


Ms. Gina Ratliffe 

3016 Dumbarton St., N.W. Apt #7 
Washington. D.C. 20007 


Dear Gina, 


3 three-monlh probation period for all new hire employees, f 
would like to request from you at this time a proposal on what you can contribute and how vou can 
ass, St AISI in Washington D.C. After all, that was the major reason to““pCem X^th” 

i arn very sorry to say that your performance lately have not been satisfactory to our agreement i 
00 expect to see some kind of Improvement and enthusiasm from you in the next thirty days for I 

reconsideration, your China trip is 
temporanly ^stpon^. I also wanted to inform you that the China Delegation which was scheduled 
to amve in D.C. at the end of June has cancelled their trip. I will advise you of any further plans. 

Sincerely, 




Johnny Chung 
Chairman/CEO 


^ EXHIBIT 
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BUILDING THE U.S. FAX HIGHWAY TODAY 
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OS/Ol/95 03/3J/«S SMU5 



A.I.S.I. 

2771 PLAZA DEL AMO, «a09 
TORRAWCE, CA 90503 


940145 


**** ONE THOUSAND NINE HUNDRED FIFTY FIVE & 64 /lOO DOLLARS 


GINA D. RATLIFFE 


06/01/95 ****$1,955.64 


sATwi ei»A n. RATLtpre 


CS/OI/SS 05A1I/9S 940HS 


fWMTIHR 1 
OVCATIHR r 
KICK linilSj: 
tfftCATinn IINJUR 



^ EXHIBIT 
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July 1 1, 1995 


Mr. Johnny Chung 
955 26th Street, N.W. 

#709 

Washington, D.C. 20037 
Dear Johnny: 

Though our Saturday conversation may seem like a set-back, I am positive we can use 
the momentum to spring forward and move on into the future. My pledge of support that I gave 
you for your peace mission continues to stand. I believe that God has given you a beautiful gift 
that is mixed with unparalleled responsibility. The history that you are making is veiy 
significant. Novels will be written, perhaps a Peace Prize won; and, probably a World Peace 
Award Organization will exist because of your efforts and teamwork with this country, other 
nations, and God. I believe you could be the bridge to connect all three. 

On Saturday you suggested I was at a cross roads, and you gave me an opportunity to 
think about if I wanted to help be a messenger of peace or work with America’s young people 
and politics. The conclusion that I came to is that the two are not necessarily mutuily exclusive. 
Certainly the two can be linked. If I am working to educate young voters to be more politically 
aware, I can continue to spread the news and praise of the work Johimy Chung is doing in China. 
•Though relations between the U.S. and China may be discouraging at the moment, since the 
rising tension continues; history has proven that God has used the energy and lively spirit of 
young people to influence attitude and move towards peace. A recent example I think of is how 
the convictions of America’s youth in the ’60’s brought young people together to make a firm 
stand for peace. Their voices were heard, and consequently the world heard sounds of peace 
rather than war. So though I may not work for you directly, I can still work to help you achieve 
your goal. 

You asked me Saturday to go into my heart to find the answer for my decision. I did; 
and I want to share with you the factors that led to my decision. When we first talked about my 
job responsibilities, you said you needed me to be in Washington and to assist you with 
delegations that you brought to D.C. We discussed bringing groups on various tours around the 
city, being aware of exclusive events, testing out restaurants so as to be familiar with eating 
places when groups arrive. 

We also specifically discussed that you had bought a 12 room, $2.5 million mansion. I 
was to live in this establishment and it would be used to house guests in when they came to 
Washington. We even discussed that the mansion would be decorated and furnished with a 
Victorian style and that I would help the decorators. Originally I was told that the mansion 
would be ready May 15, 1995. You iso said that the mansion would be supplied with a Lincoln 
Town Car, a Mercedes, a driver and a maid, and that I would have access to these services. 
When the date for the mansion to be ready to move into kept getting pushed back by months, you 
agreed to pay $800 per month for me to live in an apartment and gave me permission to sign a 
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1 year lease. You also told me to go to my bank and open up a separate checking account to 
which you said you were going to wire $10,000 which would be used for the AISI expense 
account in Washington. Also, I would be able to draw my rent from this account. 

I opened it by depositing $20 of my own money on the day that you told me to and at 
your request I faxed you all the appropriate numbers for the bank (phone number, account 
number etc.). Two weeks passed and it wasn’t until after repeated requests that I received the 
first month’s rent and the security deposit. My check, after this period of time, had bounced, 
thus 1 was charged a fee of $25.00 plus I lost my original deposit. Since then, the bank has had 
to close the account and I now have bad credit with CRESTAR bank. 1 was greatly embarrassed 
when the bank called me at the White House. 

Also according to our original agreement, you told me that on top of my salary I would 
be paid $500 per month for a clothing allowance. I have the receipts for my purchases form 
April through July. Before we left for China you told me to purchase luggage. I did and I have 
the $500 receipt. Also following your directions to look into good Washington restaurants and 
to try them out, I went to Morton’s of Chicago and have the receipt for $126. Recently my 
landlord left me a notice that I have been charged a $20 late rent fee for July plus I now have 
bad standing within my living environment. 

Reflecting on the unfulfilled promises: the Spielberg party, the mansion, cars, driver, 
maid, rent, equipment for research project, a budget for the project, clothing allowance, etc. 1 
feel it would be best at this time for us to close this chapter of the book and move on to new 
beginnings. I would like to take this opportunity to give my 2 week notice. 1 request that I be 
reimbursed for the financial arrangements that 1 have been instructed to make: clothing 
allowance for four months, luggage, restaurant bill and unpaid rent to June 1, 1996. I am also 
requesting the payment for the bounced check, late rent fee, and original deposit. 

I have been completely devoted to this job since 1 began work. I gave up my college 
graduation ceremony, many weekends and evenings to show my dedication. I have also been 
extremely patient regarding delayed deadlines and an inconsistent cash flow of money I was told 
to spend and would then be reimbursed for. However, since the job description has changed 
drastically from what I originally agreed to, I am also requesting my July salary plus two months 
of severance pay so that I may begin my job search. 

Johnny, I believe that we are both so very fortunate that God has blessed us by giving us 
each missions to fulfill for Him during our time here. As I mentioned before, our paths may be 
separate, but connected— somewhere down the road they will meet. I continue to have the utmost 
respect and admiration for the huge goal that you are working to accomplish. I believe your 
mission is good anu trust that your word is too. I don’t think that you meant to have one of your 
employees suffer from financial debt, or destroy her integrity in the community. I know how 
hard you are working and how incredibly busy you are, I just ask that you now take a moment 
to fulfill your promises and your word. 

I wish you, your company and your mission success and a solid future. I look forward 
to watch God’s almighty plan unfold and to see where he will cross our paths once again. 

Sincerely, 


Gina Ratliffe 
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July 17, 1995 


Dear Johnny, 

I am glad we had the chance to talk last week. I appreciate 
and value our discussion about starting a new chapter. I am 
sorry about the way our conversation went latter that evening, 
and after rethinking everything, I feel our agreement is fair and 
equitable. 

I also want you to know that I meant all that I said in the 
original letter about my support and admiration for what you are 
trying to accomplish. And I will continue to work in my own way 
to help you achieve your goals. I trust that we will both use 
this opportunity as a new beginning. 

I will contact you at the office latter today to confirm 
that you received this fax, and look forward to speaking with 
you. 


Sincerely, 
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July 18, 1995 


Dear Johnny, 

As we discussed yesterday, I am faxing you our agreement in 
writing. I would appreciate your sending me today two (2) months 
salary and the $4000 you said that would come from your personal 
account. X have learned a great deal from working for you and I 
thank you for the opportunities. I hope your next trip to China 
is safe and successful and look forward to hearing about it when 
you return. Thank you again. 


Sincerely, 



;j EXHIBIT 

I 
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AUTOMATED INTELLIGENT SYSTEMS, INC. 


?.’7* Piazs Del Amo* Suite #809 • Torrance. CA 90503 •Tel. (310) 328-8585 •Fax- (310) 328-8881 


July 20, 1995 


:fe 


Re: AISI Employment Status 


Thank you for your recent faxes. I am pleased that we have been able to resolve the 
••“S Terween ourselves amicably, although I sincerely regret that your relationship with 
. .->! cli: not meet our respective expectations. 

I enclose the two checks in the amounts to which we agreed. While I did not find it 
. ' my attorney insists that we formally documeni our agreement, and therefore, I 

. T r;r:c;osed a copy of that document as well. I mist this meets with your satisfaction. 

I -A-ish. you the best in the future, and invite you to call me if I can assist you in any 
yO'ir future endeavors. 


Very truly yours, 

AUTOMATED INTElllGE^.SYSTEMS, INC. 


By: 



3 ' 

73HNNY CHUNG 
CHAIRMAN/CEO 


^ EXHIBIT 

I 
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BUILDING THE U.S. FAX HIGHWAY TODAY 
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THIS IS A COMPLETE RELEASE 
READ rr BEFORE SIGNING! 

RELEASE IN FULL OF ALL CLAIMS AND RIGHTS 


The undersigned, in consideration of the sum of Four Thousand and No/ 100 Dollars 
, 000.00) plus two months severance pay. receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, does for 

r irself, her predecessors, successors and assigns, and anyone claiming by or through or under 

Release, acquit and forever discharge AUTOMATED INTELLIGENT SYSTEMS, INC. 
'.-.IS' ■] and JOHNNY CHUNG [coilectively "Released Parties"] and their predecessors, 
; -^cessors, assigns, sureties, attorneys, attomeys-in-fact, agents, employees, heirs, executors, 
' t.'.;Laistrators, present and future officers and directors, affiliates, subsidiaries and related 
;:.r.p?nies, and each of them, from and for any claims, rights, causes of action, damages, 
;nicats, executions, attachments, debts and demands of every kind and nature, arisirrg out of 
; .• iy reason of any act or omission of said Released Parties, relating in any way to, or arising 
- :: of, the undersigned’s employment with AISI and including, but not lirrritedto, any claim for 
■•each of contract, breach of the implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing, wrongful 
: . -rioafion or fraud agairrst which the Released Parties herein, the undersigned, ever had or now 
or will have 1^ reason, of her employment with AISI, including her hiring and termination. 

The undersigned hereby declares and represents that the undersigned understands and 
, ■ mat resolution is made in the spirit of compromise and that the above-cited consideration 
. .r i to be construed as an admission of liability on the part of any person released hereby, and 
• liability is expressly denied. 

The undersigned hereby agrees to and intends to release all claims that the undersigrred 
.' ' have against the party released, whether or not the undersigned knows or suspects the same 
axist in his favor, and, in this coimection the undersigrred etqiressly waives the ptovisions of 
■ :c ;or. 1542 of the California Civil Cade which reads as follows: 

A general release does not extend to claims which the creditor 
does not know or suspect to exist in his favor at the time of 
executing the release, which, if known by him, must have 
materially affected his settlement with the debtor. 

The undersigned agrees that this Release shall be construed in accordance with, and 
:~.od by, the laws of the State of California. 


1 of2 
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The undersigned further states that the undersigned has read the foregoing release and 
-"'■•'s die contents thereof and that the undersigned has signed the release of her own free act 


CAUTION! READ BEFORE SIGNING BELOW 
Signed this day of . 1995, at 


GINA RATUFFE 


2 of 2 
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July 25, 1995 


Mr. Johnny Chung 
Chaimian/CEO 

Automated Intelligent Systems, Inc. 

2771 Plaza Del Amo, #309 
Torrance, CA 90503 

Dear Johnny, 

It was good seeing you again last week. I want to thank you for the essential role you play in bridging 
our diverse communities and your help with my Administrlion. Your efforts in helping to open 
communications between China and the United States are much appreciated. 

Congratulations on a job wall done. 


Sincerely, 
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BILL CLINTON 


October. 3, 1994 


Johnny Cluing 
Ctinirniafi/CEO 

AutoincKcd Inielfigent Systems, Inc. 

277J PjaT.e Dei Arno 
Suite 809 

Torfance, California 90503 
Dear Jidniny; 

PIea.se let uie extend iny appreciation to you for your participation in rny 
birthday cclcbrniion with your family on Augu.sl 2nd. Your outstanding 
.support and dedication to tills Administration is bcneHtlng Americans 
acros.s the nation. 

I al.so want to cxprcs.s to you i«ow cs.scniial your role has been in helping to 
bridge ouf country* tfivcr.se conimunitici;. Your efforts to open lines of 
coniniunicalioM fjciween our Administration and the Taiwanese American 
community are mucli appreciated. 

Again, thunk you for your support and for a job well done. 


Sincerely, 



£OP 005055 
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OuoaUd L. Fo^'Icr 
Selionai Cfteir 


Chriwopiicrj. 

Otnarai C. 


July 25, 1995 


Mr. Johnny Chung 
Chaifmftfi/CEO 

Automated Intelligent Sy^cmt, Inc. 

2771 PUza Del Aino, #809 
Torrance, CA 90503 

Dear Johnny: 

Thank you for stopping by my oflScc; I really enjoyed meeting your guestt. You are to be 
commended for your efforts to bufld a bridge between the people of China and the United 
States. I want to express' my appreciation to you for being a friend and a great supporter 
ofthfiDNC. 

Good luck on your trip to China and please keep me inforrned. I'hank you. 


Sincerely, 



Donald L. Fowler 


DLF/aed 


EOP 005057 
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Department of Commerce 
Don Forest 

hina Desk 
vVashington, DC 
Phone: 202-482-5527 
FAX : 


Executive Office of the President 
Debbie Leilani Shon 
Assist US Trade Rep 

Intergovernmental Affairs & Public Liaison 
Exec. Office of the President 
Washngton, DC 20506 
Phone; 202-395-6120 
FAX ; 202-395-3692 


National Governors' Association 

Douglas Champion 

Director 

Hall of the States 
444 North Capitol Street 
Suite 250 

Washington. DC 2001-1572 
Phone: 202-624-7872 
FAX : 202-624-5313 


National Governors' Association 

Susan Dotchin 

Hall of States 

444 North Capitol Street 

Suite 250 

Washington, DC 2001-1572 
Phone: 202-624-5327 
FAX : 202-624-5313 


National Governors' Association 
Virender S. Manocha 
Admin. Assistant 
Hall of the Statees 
44 North Capitol Street 
Suite 250 

Washngton, DC 20001-1572 
Phone: 202-624-5337 
FAX : 202-624-5313 


National Governors' Assodation 
Angela Alsop Thompson 
Senior Staff 

Office of Administration and Finance 

Hall of the States 

444 N. Capitol St. Suite 267 

Washington. DC 2001-1572 

Phone: 202-624-5388 

FAX : 202-624-5313 


National Governors' Assorciation 

Robert Thomas 

Dir of Data Systems 

Hall of the States 

444 North Capitol Street 

Suite 250 

Washington, DC 20001-1572 
Phone: 202-624-5350 
FAX : 202-624-5313 


Speaker Gingrich's Office 
Washington, DC 20515 
Phone: 202-225-4501 
FAX : 202-225-5646 


Speaker Gingrich’s Office 
Gardner Peckham 
Diplomatic Affair 
Washington. DC 
Phone: 202-225-0600 
*AX : 


Subcommittee on Office Systems 

Sam Gejdenson 

Chairman 

720 O'Neil House Office Bldg. 
Washington, DC 20515-6162 
Phone: 202-225-1608 
FAX : 


;; EXHIBIT 




671 


The White House 
Muriel Alper 
rst Lady’s Office 
Washington. DC 
Phone: 202-456-6266 
FAX : 


The White House 
Melinda Bates 
DirectorA/V.H. Visitor Office 

Phone: 202-456-2322 
FAX ; 


The White House 
AH Best 

First Lady’s Office 
Washington. DC 
Phone: 202-456-6266 
FAX : 


The White House 
Hillary Rodham CKnton 
First Lady 
Room 204 

Washington, DC 20500 
Phone: 

FAX 


The White House > 

The White House 

Kelly Crawford * 9 / 17 - ^ 

Photo Desk ^ 

Betty W. Currie 

Executive Secretary 

Washington, DC 

Office of the President 

none: 202-456-6610 

Washington, DC 20500 

FAX : 

Phone: 202-456-2990 
FAX : 202-456-2883 


The White House 
Donald K. Dunn 
Special Assistant, 
Political Director 
The White House 
Washington, DC 
Phone: 202-456-6257 
FAX : 


The White House 
Caria Duryea 
Visitor Office 

Phone: 202-456-2322 
FAX : 


The White House 
Thomas s. Esptein 
Special Assistant to the President 
for Political Affairs 
Washington, DC 20500 
hone: 202-456-6257 
rAX : 202-456-7929 


The White House 
Sharon Farmer 
Photographer 
Washington, DC 
Phone: 202-395-4050 
FAX : 
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The White House 
Brian Foucart 
cting Director 

Administration Office, Room 1 
Old Executive Office Building 
Washington, DC 20500 
Phone: 202-456-2500 
FAX : 


The White House 
Jack Gill 
Media Affairs 

Old Executive Office Building 
Room 165 

Washington, DC 20500 
Phone: 202-456-7150 
FAX : 202-456-6409 


The White House 
Emma Horton 
Duputy Chief of Staff 
Washington, DC 
Phone: 202-482-4246 
FAX : 


The White House 
Joshua A. King 
Director of Production 
Office of Communication 
Washington. DC 
Phone: 202-456-2100 
FAX : 


The White House 
Reta J. Lewis 
Special Assistant, 

*or Political Affairs 
/ahinshington. DC 
Phone: 202-456-6257 
FAX : 202-456-7929 


The White House 
Doris O. Matsui 
Deputy Assistant to 
the President, Deputy Director 
of Public Liaison 
Washington, DC 20506 
Phone: 202-456-2930 
FAX : 202-456-6218 


The White House 
Foly McAvee 
Washington, DC 20506 
Phone: 202-456-7701 
FAX : 


The White House 
Ann McCoy 
Visotor Office 

Phone: 202-456-2322 
FAX : 202-456-2370 


The White House 
Mark e. Middleton 
Washington, DC 
Phone: 202-543-8386 
FAX : 202-543-8382 


The White House 
Calvin A. Mitchell III 
Asst Press Secretary, 
Foreign Affairs 
Director, Public Affairs 
Washington, DC 20506 
Phone: 202-456-9271 
FAX : 202-456-9270 
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The White House 
■Vlichael J. O'Neil 
ousel, 

Democrattc Steerning & 
Policy Committee 
H-226 The Capitol 
Washington, DC 20515 
Phone: 202-225-8550 
FAX : 


The White House 
Relph C, 

Photographer ^ 

Washington, DC 
Phone: 202-395-4050 
FAX : 


The White House 
Evan Ryan 
First Lady’s Office 
'Vashington. DC 
hone: 202-456-6266 
FAX : 


The White House 
Ann Stock 
Social Secretary 
Washington. DC 
Phone: 202-456-7136 
FAX : 


The White House 
Margaret A. Williams 
Asst to the President 
and Chief of Staff to the First Lady 
Washington. DC 20500 
hone: 202-456-6266 
rAX : 202-456-6244 


The White House 
Pat 

Asst, to Meggie William 
Washington, DC ' 
Phone: Jjli aii 88 12 
FAX : 


The WHte House 
Gina RotHfte 
First Lady's Office 
Washington, DC 
Phone: 202-456-6266 
FAX : 


The White House 
Peter Shakow 
Asst, to the Dpty Dir 
Office of Political Affairs 
Washington, DC 20506 
Phone: 202-456-6257 
FAX : 


The White House 

Joe Velasquez 

Dpty Ast. to President 

and Deputy Director of Political Affairs 

Washington, DC 20500 

Phone: 202-456-6257 

FAX : 


U.S. Department of Commerce 
Ronald Brown 
Sec. of Commerce 
Secretary’s Office 
Washington, DC 20230 
Phone: 202-482-2112 
FAX : 202-482-2741 
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U.S. Department of Commerce 
tohnathan Greenblatt 
pecial Asst to Assit. 

Secretary for Inte’l Econ Policy 
fnternaatlonal Economic Policy 
Washington. DC 20230 
Phone: 202-482-5853 
FAX : 202-482-5444 


U.S. Department of Commerce 
Mark T. Harris 
Deputy Chief of Staff 
Washington. DC 20230 
Phone: 202-482-4246 
FAX : 202-482-2741 


U.S. Department of Commerce 
John Huang 
Principal Dpty Asst 
Secretary for Inte'l Econ Policy 
Washington, DC 20230 
Phone: 202-482-2993 
FAX : - 202-482-5444 


U.S. Department of Commerce 

Michael A. Keane 

Office of Small Business H‘641 1 

14th & Constitution Ave., N.W. 

Washington, DC 20230 

Phone; 202-482-1472 

FAX : 202-482-0501 


U.S. Department of Commerce 
Jude Kearney 
Dpty Asst Secretary 
'or Service Industries and Finance 
. 4th and Constitution, Rm 1 1 28 
Washington. DC 20230 
Phone; 202-482-5261 
FAX : 202-482-4475 


U.S. Department of Commerce 

James P. Maruca 

Director 

Office of the Secretary, RmH-641 1 
Washington, DC 20230 
Phone: 202-482-3387 
FAX : 


U.S. Department of Commerce 
Tracey c. Randier 
Executive Asst, to 
the Deputy Chief of Staff 
Washington, DC 20230 
Phone: 202-482-4246 
FAX : 202-482-2741 


U.S. Department of Commerce 

Dalia Traynham 

Scheduler 

Washington, DC 

Phone: 202-482-5880 

FAX : 


U.S. Department of Defense 
John H. Dafton 
Secretary of the Navy 
Room 4E686, The Pentagon 
Washington, DC 20350-1000 
hone: 703-695-3131 
rAX : 703-695-9545 


U.S. Department of Transportation 

Ann M. Bormolini 

Chief of Staff 

400 Seventh Street S.W. 

Washington, DC 20590 

Phone: 202-366-1103 

FAX : 202-366-3956 
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U.S. General Sere Administration 
Soger W. Johnson 

.dministrator 
18th & F Streets. NW 
Washington, DC 20405 
Phone: 202*501-0800 
FAX : 202-501-3547 


U.S. General Sere Administration 
Joan Parrott-Fonseea 
Assoc Adminstrator 
Office of Enterprise Development 
1 8th & F Street. NW 
Washington. DC 20405 
Phone: 202-501-1021 
FAX : 202-208-5938 


U.S. House of Representatives 
Mary Holt 

Assistant to Staff Dir. 

Committee on House Administration 
Room 331 

Washington, DC 20515 
Phone: 202-225-2061 
FAX : 


U.S. House of Representatives 
Perry Poekros 

Subcommittee on Office Systems 
720 O'Neill House Office Bldg. 
Washington, DC 205 1 5 
Phone: 202-225-1608 
FAX : 202-225-4879 


U.S. Secret Service 
Jeffrey J. Purdie 
Lieutenant 
‘niformed Division 
jffree of the Deputy Chief 
. DC 

Phone: 202-395-4420 
FAX : 


U.S. Small Business Administration 
Lawrence e. Barrett 
Assistant Admin. 

Information Resources Management 
409 3rd St.. S.W. 

Washington, DC 20416 
Phone: 202-205-6708 
FAX : 202-205-7064 


U.S. Small Business Administration 
Erskine B. Bowles 
Administrator 
409 Third Street S.W. 

Washington. DC 20416 
Phone: 202-205-6684 
FAX : 202-205-6802 


U.S. Speaker Gingrich’s Office 
Hardy Lott 
Admin. Assistant 
Washington, DC 
Phone: 202-225-2774 
FAX : 202-225-4649 


Uttited States Senate 
Bob Graham 
US Senator Florida 
241 Dirksen Building 
Washington. DC 20510 
hone: 202-224-3041 
FAX : 


White House Visitors Office 
C. Wayne Skinner 
Asst to the Dpty Dir. 
Washington, DC 
Phone: 202-456-2322 
FAX : 
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CA Office of Export Development 
Larinda Negri 
rade Coordinator 
One World Trade Center 
Suite 990 

Long Beach. CA 90831-0990 
Phone: 310-590-5965 
FAX : 310-590-5958 


Lt. Governor Gray Da^s’ Office 
Saman^ Stevens 
Scheduler 

Los Angeles, CA 900 
Phone: 310-412-6118 
FAX : 310-412-6333 


CA Secretary of the State’s Office 
Beth Miller 

Director of Communication 
1 230 J Street Room 209 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Phone: 916-653-6575 
FAX :. 916-653-4620 


CA Trade & Commerce Agcy 
Chiiing Tong 
Sacramento. CA 95814 
Phone: 916-322-5139 
FAX : 


CA Trade & Commerce Agcy 

Denis Crowe 

Assistant 

Sacramento. CA 95814 
hone: 916-322-5139 
FAX : 


CA Trade & Commerce Agcy 
Brenda M. Lopes 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Phone: 916-324-5511 
FAX : 916-322-3401 


CA Trade & Commerce Agcy 
Matt Flynn 
Sacramento. CA 
Phone: 916-323-8021 
FAX : 


Califomia Governor's Office 
Glen Becerra 

State Capitol, Room 1178 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Phone: 916-445-4571 
FAX : 916-323-7170 


Califorrria Governor's Office 
Chris Glenn 

State Capitol, Room 1178 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Phone: 916-445-457 1 
AX : 916-323-7170 


Califomia Governor’s Office 

Margo Brown 

Scheduler 

Sacramento, CA 95814 
Phone: 916-445-6533 
FAX : 915-324-7990 
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Calif omta Governor's Office 
Mark KobayasN 

cheduler 

Sacramento, CA 95814 
Phone: 916-445-6533 
FAX : 916-324-7990 


California Governor's Press Office 

Sean Welsh 

Press Secretary 

State Capitol, Room 1178 

Sacramento, CA 95814 

Phone: 916-445-4571 

FAX : 


California Legislature 
Bob Connelly 

Chief Administrative Officer 
Assenbly Rules Committe 
3016 State Capitol 
P.O. Box 942849 
Sacramento, CA 94249-0001 
Phone: 916-445-8173 
FAX : 916-327-0519 


California State Senate 
Senator David Roberti 
President Pro Tempore 
Room 205. State Capitol 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Phone: 916-445-8390 
FAX : 


California's Speaker of the Assembiy 
Darolyn Davis 
Press Secretary 
“^tate Capitol 
acramento. CA 95814 
Phone: 916-445-8780 
FAX : 916-323-2297 


Dept, of Health Services 
Sandy Beck 

Administrative Assistant 
714 P Street, Room 1253 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Phone: 916-657-1489 
FAX : 916-657-1156 


Lt. Governor Gray Davis* Office 
Gary South 
Chief of Staff 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Phone; 916-445-8994 
FAX : 916-323-4998 


Office of Governor Pete Wilson 
J. Haley Delaney 
Director of Bus. Service 
Sacramento, C A 95814 
Phone: 916-445-1697 
FAX : 916-445-3236 


Senate Oemocradc Caucus 
Greg deGiere 

Director of Communications 
1020 N. Street Room 552 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
hone: 916-445-1822 
rAX : 916-327-4191 


Senate Republican Caucus 

Bob McKenzie 

Staff Director 

1020 N. Street Room 534 

Sacramento, CA 95814 

Phone: 916-445-6617 

FAX : 916-445-9684 
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Speaker's Press Office of California 
iulie Convoy 
tate Capitol, Room 319 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Phone: 916-445-8780 
FAX : 916-323-2297 


California Governor's Office 
Sally M. Mf:Keag 
Director, Constituent Affairs 
State Capitol 
Scramento, CA 95814 
Phone: 916-322-6987 
FAX : 916-329-5296 
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ONJTtU STATES SECflEr SERVICE 


PRCSIOEKT1AI. PROTECnVE DIVISION 
THE WHITE HOUSE 
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LEE M. SANDS 
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Joshua A. Kmo 

Dnscvos or Pa o ovc ' i i o i* 


! S 


fw- 


JEFFREY J. PUROIE 

Lieutenant 

White House Speeael Events 


Office of ttM 
Deputy Clitef 
(202) 395-4420 


Yusuf A. Kkafha 

Fouev AsssnAn 

s OP ns CooNSBoa se Fasstonfr 

7A'< i^Jr4-2V^<U. 




Marilyn R. Jacanin 

Assist AMT TO THt SMtCTOn 
OtPWC OP PMOTOOAaPmt 


tMCWHITC House 
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Erskine b. Bowles 

AOMtNisnum 


U.S. Small Business AOMiNmtATioN 

*0* THiaO STIEET. S.W. {2iei SS-MM 

WaSHINCTON. D.C. 3X16 Fax (201; 2SS-488I 



JAMES P. MARUCA 

0 (r«eior 


{30Q4«2-33t7 


UA OEPARTHCHT OF COMIH W Ct 
Offlc* el Smell end 
DbeeventaBetf Businese Utlllullen 
onice el ttie Seeteteiy. Room H44t1 
WaeMngtefi. DC 20S30 



MICHAEL A. KEANE 



Lawrence E. Barrett 

Asstftani Aan%i«$ifais' 
Inlwmal^ f)«Ou'C«S M«>v>9en>«ni 


UJ. OfPAMTHBKT OF COMKSnCE 
Ofllee el Smell Buelnett • H441 1 
l4Ui a CentiKutien Ave^ N.W. 
WeMngten. DC 20230 


TEL: 202/402-1472 
202/4S2-2307 
FAX: 202/402-0601 


U.S. Smell Bufineis AtfmimtireiioA 

409 3'e S<- S.W. (2021 205-6708 

Wa«w»sion. OC20418 Fa. (2021 205-7084 





JOHN HUANG 

Pitodpal Oepuly AseWw* Soootwy for 
mamaOoROl Eeonomie Fetey 


U.S. Depittt ai t t ct Canmoieo 
WeoMngten. D.C. 20230 


(2^)402-2093 
PAX: (202) 402-0444 
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•yS 
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BILL CLINTON 


Oclobcr 3, 1994 


Johnny Cluing 
Chairnian/CliO 

Automated InlelllgciU Systems, Inc 
2771 Plaza Del Amo 
Suite 80Q 

lorrance, California 90503 
Dear Johnny: 

Please lei me extend my appreciation to you for your participation in my 
liirthdoy celebration with your family on August 2ntl. Your outstanding 
support and dedication to this Administration is benefiting Americans 
across the nation. 

I also want to express to you how essential your role has been in helping to 
bridge .mir country' diverse communities. Your efforts to open lines of 
cnnimuiiiciilioii between our Administration and the Taiwanese American 
comiminily are inucli appreciated. 

Again, thank you for your support and for a job well done. 


Sincerely, 



i EXHIBIT 

1 
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Al Gore 


October 13, 1994 


Mr. Johnny Chung 
Automated Intelligent Systems 
2771 Plaza Del Amo 
Suite 809 

Torrance, California 90503 
Dear Johnny: 

I want to take a moment to let you know how much I appreciate your support for 
the Democratic National Committee's Business Leaderslup Forum. 

The Clinton Administration has made a powerful start, but without your help, it will 
be far more difficult for President Clinton to push the people's agerida through 
Congress. It is because of people like you that this Administration has been able to 
build a powerful record of achievement. The deficit is down and the job market is up. 
Some prefer easy rhetoric; your involvement in the democratic process shows commitment 
to real change. 

Again, I appreciate your support, and I look forward to working with you in the 
future. 

Sincerely, 

a 

Al Gore 



Jonald L. Fo'vlcr 
National Chair 


ChristopherJ. Dodd 
General Chair 


March 14, 1995 

The Honorable Zheng Hongyc 
Chairman, China Chamber of 
International Commerce 
1 Fuxingmenwai Street 
Beijing 100027, China 

Dear Mr. Zheng; 

It was a real pleasure to have you and your group come by my office at the Democratic National 
Committee. I was honored to have such a distinguished delegation visiting, and delighted to 
have an opportunity to meet with you. 

Our two countries and parties can accomplish great things together, and I look forward to 
. continuing the dialogue we. began last weelL Johnny Chung is an excellent facilitator; you are 
lucky to have him as a friend, and the Democratic Party is lucky to have him as one of our most 
ardent DNC members. 

I would be pleased to accept your invitation to visit your country and flattered that you have 
invited me. I have only been in office for a few weeks, but as soon as President Clinton feels 
comfortable enough with our organization here, I can make my time available. In the njeantime, 
I hope we can stay In touch. 

Thank you again for your courtesy in stopping by. 

With all best wishes. 

Donald L. Fowler 


DemocraUc Party Headquarters • 430 South Capitol Street, S.E. • Washiofton, D.C. 20003 ' 202.863.8000 • FAX: 202.863.8174 
Paid for by the Democratic National Commitcee. Contributions to the Democratic National Committee are not lax deductible. 
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MSI 

COMPANY PROFILE 


Founded in Washington, D.C. in January of 1993, Automated intelligent Systems, Inc. 
provides its clients with state>of-the-art communications services. The company, 
originally known as Telform Inc. in 1992. was formed to develop AISI’s current fax 
broadcast system. Recognizing the challenges of rapid technological growth. Chairman 
and C.E.O., Mr. Johnny Chung spent 8 years in designing and developing an advance 
technology that brings a new dimension to ttie world of faxing. Today, it is a fast growing 
company with its corporate office in Torrance, California and our branch offices In 
Washington, D.C., Hong Kong. Taiwan and China. 

AISI, a unique and innovative automated communications venture with unlimited 
expansion capabilities, is one of the few companies that offers the public the 
extraordinary ability to simultaneously fax broadcast documents to thousands of 
locations. This technological breakthrough system is not only easy to use, but also cost 
effective. What was once a monumental task for staff personnel, could now be 
performed automatically to save the users' time, money and valuable personnel 
resources. 

In the short 3 years time, the Government Division has served 48 state government 
offices and federal agencies. In May of 1994, Mr. Art Liang joined AISI as the Managing 
Director and shortly after that the company decided to expand its service to the private 
sector targeting the Fortune 500 companies. AISI has already recruited many large 
corporations in the various industries, such as major airlines, computer component 
manufacturers, associations and universities. 

Through Mr. Johnny Chung's persistence and practical understanding, AISI has 
contracted many State Government and Federal Agencies* services. From his 
numerous business trips, he has built up a very close and dependable relationship with 
most of the State Governors and the While House. Our network of alliances with 
numerous governmental entities and our unique position has prompted the startup of 
a Business Development Division. Many of AISl's shareholders are business leaders in 
Asia and Amenca. Through the well-established relationship, the Asian American 
business executives would have tiie power and the necessary resources to extend Into 
all aspects of the business world. In a world where national boundaries are increasingly 
transparent, unforeseen business enrichment and financial benefits could be created 

AISl's primary objective is to strive for a fruitful return of investments for our businr 
partners and shareholders. At the same time, bridge the East and the West with 
networking offices. 


Business <‘^5 
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BILL CLINTON 


October 3, 1994 


Johnny Chiing 
Chairman/CEO 

Automated Intelligent Systems. Inc. 

2771 Plaza Del Amo 
Suite 809 

Torrance, California 90503 
Dear Johnny: 

Please -let me extend my appreciation to you for your participation in ray 
birthday celebration with your family on August 2nd. Your outstanding 
support and dedication to this Administration is benefiting Americans 
across the nation. 

1 also want to express to you how essential your role has been in helping to 
bridge our country' diverse communities. Your efforts to open lines of 
communication between our Administration and the Taiwanese American 
community are much appreciated. 

Again, thank you for your support and for a job well done. 


Sincerely, 
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THE WHITE HOUSE / 

WASHINGTON ! 


THE WHITE HOUSE 


April 26, 1993 


Mr . Johnny Chung 
President S CEO 
Telform Inc. 

100 North Barranca Avenue 
Seventh Floor 

West Covina, California 91791 
Dear Mr. Chung: 

Thank you for your letter and my 
apologies for not getting back to you 
sooner. 


It appears from the correspondence 
you have had with federal and state 
officials, and with the private sector, 
that you are already on the right track 
Nevertheless, I wish you good luck with 
your innovative system. 


Sincerely yours. 


If: 


, lU 

illary 


idham Clinton 
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A1 Gore 


October 13, 1994 


Mr. Johnny Chung 
Automated Intelligent Systems 
2771 Plaza Del Amo 
Suite 809 

Toiiance, California 90S03 
Dear Johimy: 

I want to take a moment to let you know how much I ^reciate your support for 
the Democratic Nadonal Committee's Business Leadership Forum. 

The Clinton Administration has made a powerful start, but without your help, it will 
be far mote difficult for President Clinton to push the people's agenda through 
Congress. It is because of people like you that this Administration has been able to 
build a powerful record of achievement. The deficit is down and the job market is up. 
Some prefer easy rhetoric; your involvement in the democratic process shows commitment 
to real change. 

Again, I appreciate your support, and I look forward to working with you in the 
future. 

Sincerely, 

A1 Gore 
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C3C)'\'KKNOU-S OFFICIC 

April 6, 1994 


Mr. Johnny Chung 
Chairman i CEO 

Automated Intelligent Systems, Inc. 

2771 Plaza del Amo, Suite 809 
Torrance, California 90503 

Dear Mr. Chung; 

It is my understanding that you have been nominated as 
Entrepreneur of the Year. Congratulations! It is a well- 
deserved recognition. 

My Communications and Press offices inform me that you and 
your team have performed in an outstanding manner. Your good 
work, in turn, has enabled my office to serve the people of 
California effectively and efficiently — especially during 
California's recent disasters. 

Again, you have my appreciation for a job well done I 

Sincerely, 

PETE WILSON 


CiovicufsoJ^ Wii-soN • Sa< 'KAMicNTo. CJAi.iKOUNiA 05814 • (010) 44r 
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Mr. Burton. Would the witnesses please take their seats. The 
other memhers of the committee are on their way back, at least 
some of them are. And we will start with Mr. Bennett doing his 
half hour of questioning. But first I would like to introduce our 
guests; Nancy Hernreich — is that correct? 

Ms. Hernreich. Hernreich. 

Mr. Burton. Deputy Assistant to the President for Appointments 
and Scheduling; Kelly Crawford, former staff assistant to Ms. 

Hernreich. And Carol 

Ms. Khare. Khare. 

Mr. Burton. Carol Khare, former assistant to Don Fowler at the 

DNC; and Ceandra Scott 

Ms. Scott. Ceandra. 

Mr. Burton. Ceandra, former staff member at the Democratic 
National Committee. Would you rise so I can swear you in? 
[Witnesses sworn.] 

Mr. Burton. Be seated. 

We will start off with Mr. Bennett questioning for 30 minutes 
and then we will go to the minority. 

STATEMENTS OF NANCY HERNREICH, DEPUTY ASSISTANT TO 
THE PRESIDENT FOR APPOINTMENTS AND SCHEDULING, 
ACCOMPANIED BY BOB CEARLY; KELLY CRAWFORD, 
FORMER STAFF ASSISTANT TO MS. HERNRICH, ACCOM- 
PANIED BY DAVID WILSON; CAROL KHARE, FORMER ASSIST- 
ANT TO THE CHAIRMAN, DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL COM- 
MITTEE, ACCOMPANIED BY EVAN WERBEL 

Mr. Bennett. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. In light of some of the 
time constraints this afternoon, and allowing appropriate time for 
Members 

Mr. Burton. Pardon me. Do any of you have opening statements 
you would like to read into the record, or do you want to go ahead 
and start? Mr. Bennett. 

Mr. Bennett. I will try not to take the full 30 minutes. 

Just for the record, in terms of — you are represented by very able 
counsel here today. Ms. Khare you are represented by, I believe, 
Mr. Neil Eggleston; is that correct? 

Ms. Khare. Evan Werbel is with me here right now. 

Mr. Bennett. You work with Mr. Eggleston’s office? Nice to have 
you, sir. And, Ms. Scott, you are represented by Mr. Judd Best, 
Judah Best; is that correct? 

Ms. Scott. That’s correct. 

Mr. Bennett. And, Ms. Hernreich, you are represented by Bob 
Cearly who is in from Arkansas; is that correct? 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s correct. 

Mr. Bennett. Mr. Cearly, it is nice to see you. 

And finally, Ms. Crawford, you are represented by David Wilson. 
Mr. Wilson, it is nice to see all four of you. If at any time there 
are questions that you want to refer to your counsel, don’t hesitate 
to seek their advice. 

Ms. Khare, you worked in some capacity with Mr. Eowler, Don 
Eowler, the former Democratic National Committee chairman for, 
I guess, the last 20 years; is that correct? 

Ms. Khare. That’s right. 
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Mr. Bennett. And are you still employed with Mr. Fowler? 

Ms. Khare. Yes, I am. 

Mr. Bennett. You joined his staff at the DNC when he was 
chairman of DNC in January 1995? 

Ms. Khare. That’s right. 

Mr. Bennett. And worked there with him until January of this 
year? 

Ms. Khare. Yes. 

Mr. Bennett. And, Ms. Scott, you formerly worked with the 
Democratic National Committee; is that correct? 

Ms. Scott. That’s correct. 

Mr. Bennett. If you would just try to swing that mic, I apologize 
we only have three microphones for four people. 

What is your present employment, Ms. Scott? 

Ms. Scott. I am temporarily working for the Democratic Con- 
gressional Campaign Committee. 

Mr. Bennett. Ms. Hernreich, you currently work as the Deputy 
Assistant to President Clinton? 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s correct. And let me correct my title. The 
chairman indicated that it was for appointments and scheduling 
and that was my original title, but my title now is Deputy Assist- 
ant to the President and Director of Oval Office Operations. 

Mr. Bennett. And how long have you worked in the White 
House? 

Ms. Hernreich. I have been there since January 20 , 1993. 

Mr. Bennett. The entire term of the Clinton administration. 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes. 

Mr. Bennett. And, Ms. Crawford, you formerly were an assist- 
ant to Mrs. Hernreich; is that correct? 

Ms. Crawford. That is correct. 

Mr. Bennett. And you now work at the Department of Treas- 
ury? 

Ms. Crawford. That is correct. 

Mr. Bennett. Ms. Khare, in your deposition before this com- 
mittee, you testified that your first contact with Johnny Chung was 
in March 1995. 

Ms. Khare. That’s right. 

Mr. Bennett. Did you have any contact with him prior to that 
time? Had you ever heard his name before? 

Ms. Khare. Not that I recall. 

Mr. Bennett. Exactly what was the nature of your first contact 
with Mr. Johnny Chung in March 1995? 

Ms. Khare. He telephoned the chairman’s office at the DNC. I 
was given the call. I don’t remember that he asked for me specifi- 
cally but I was given the call. He identified himself as Johnny 
Chung. He said. I’m a friend of the First Lady’s. 

Mr. Bennett. Where was he calling from at that time? 

Ms. Khare. He was calling from the First Lady’s office. 

Mr. Bennett. From Mrs. Clinton’s office? 

Ms. Khare. He said the First Lady’s office. Now, I did not take 
that to mean he was in her office. He was somewhere in her com- 
plex of offices. 

Mr. Bennett. But he did indicate he was calling from Mrs. Clin- 
ton’s office? 
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Ms. Khare. Yes, he did. 

Mr. Bennett. Exactly what was the nature of the conversation 
you had with him at that time? 

Ms. Khare. He told me he was over there, he was a friend of the 
First Lady. He said, I have some important Chinese businesspeople 
with me. We would like to go to the radio address on — I believe 
that it was going to be on Saturday, sometimes they do that on Fri- 
day. And he said, Maggie Williams said that she cannot get us into 
the radio address, but that maybe the chairman’s office could do 
that. 

Mr. Bennett. So according to his telephone call, he indicated 
that Ms. Williams, from whom we heard earlier today, had sug- 
gested that you call Mr. Fowler? 

Ms. Khare. He said that she had told him that perhaps the 
chairman’s office could get him in. And I don’t believe that he 
asked for Mr. Fowler when he called. 

Mr. Bennett. Did you ever put him in touch with Mr. Fowler? 

Ms. Khare. No, I did not. 

Mr. Bennett. What step — did you talk to Ms. Williams at this 
time? 

Ms. Khare. No, I did not. 

Mr. Bennett. What steps did you take, Ms. Khare, with respect 
to his desire to get into President Clinton’s radio address that Sat- 
urday? This was, I think, Thursday, March 9 or Friday, March 10. 

Ms. Khare. I’m sorry; I don’t know which day it was prior to the 
radio address. 

Mr. Bennett. What steps did you take to get Mr. Chung and his 
friends into the radio address? 

Ms. Khare. I told him that I did not know whether the chair- 
man’s office could get people into the radio address or not. You un- 
derstand, I had only been there a few weeks; this was the first that 
I knew that people could go to the radio address. I did not know 
that anybody could go to the radio address. And so 

Mr. Bennett. I’m not sure that just anybody can go to the radio 
address. 

Ms. Khare. Well, I didn’t know that anybody was in the room 
other than the President when they did the radio address. So I told 
him that I would find out what we could do, and I would call him 
back. And he gave me the telephone number where he was, and I 
went away to — walked out into the reception area of the office 
where several people were, all of whom had been at the DNC 
longer than I was and knew a lot more than I did about this kind 
of thing. And I asked if anybody there knew whether or how we 
could get somebody into the radio address. 

Mr. Bennett. At that point in time, did he indicate to you the 
names of the individuals he was seeking to get into the radio ad- 
dress? 

Ms. Khare. I don’t recall that he did. He said that he had Chi- 
nese businesspeople with him. I’m sure that at some point we had 
to get the names, but I don’t remember that I took those names 
down then. 

Mr. Bennett. Did Evan Ryan, who — I believe her deposition 
transcript indicated that she procured passport numbers for these 
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individuals. Did you talk to Mrs. Ryan in First Lady Hillary Clin- 
ton’s office at that time? 

Ms. Khare. Didn’t talk to anyone in the First Lady’s office. 
When I called Mr. Chung back to say that we had arranged for him 
to go to the radio address, I just called and whoever answered the 
telephone said Office of the First Lady, and I asked to speak with 
him. I did not ask for anyone. 

Mr. Bennett. Did you have any interaction with Evan Ryan 
with respect to the passport numbers of these six individuals? 

Ms. Khare. No, I did not. If I did, I don’t recall that. 

Mr. Bennett. Exactly what did you do to arrange for Mr. Chung 
and his friends to get into the Oval Office to be part of the radio 
address? 

Ms. Khare. When I went into our outer office and asked if any- 
one knew how you made arrangements like that, Ms. Scott, as I re- 
call, indicated to me that she knew someone at the White House 
she could call about that. And I asked her to do that and went back 
into my office. 

Mr. Bennett. Ms. Scott, did you in fact make the telephone call 
to the White House? 

Ms. Scott. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Bennett. Whom did you call with respect to getting Johnny 
Chung and the delegation of Chinese representatives into the Oval 
Office, into the radio address? 

Ms. Scott. I’m not sure, but I believe I called the First Lady’s 
office. 

Mr. Bennett. And whom did you speak with or who do you talk 
with in the First Lady’s office? 

Ms. Scott. I don’t remember exactly who it was. I do think I 
asked for Maggie Williams. I’m not sure that I spoke with her. 

Mr. Bennett. And if you didn’t speak with Maggie Williams, 
who might you have spoken with? 

Ms. Scott. It was a woman. I just don’t remember who. 

Mr. Bennett. Was Ms. Williams basically your contact in the 
First Lady’s office? 

Ms. Scott. She was not the only contact, no. 

Mr. Bennett. Ms. Williams was a personal friend of yours at the 
time? 

Ms. Scott. I wouldn’t call her a personal friend. We met during 
the campaign. She has been helpful. 

Mr. Bennett. When was that call made — in fact that was made 
Friday afternoon, March 10th, wasn’t it Ms. Scott? 

Ms. Scott. I don’t recall the specific date, but it was an evening 
and Friday; correct. 

Mr. Bennett. And was there any particular reason why you 
called the First Lady’s office as opposed to the Visitor’s Office of 
the White House? 

Ms. Scott. For direction. 

Mr. Bennett. But in terms of arranging this, just basically your 
contact was with the staff of the First Lady’s office; is that the 
main reason you called the First Lady’s office? 

Ms. Scott. I’m sorry; repeat your question. 

Mr. Bennett. I’m sorry. My question basically is why would you 
not have called the Visitor’s Office of the White House or staff of 
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the President? What was your reason for calling the First Lady’s 
office with respect to Mr. Chung’s request? 

Ms. Scott. It was late that evening, Friday; I remember it was 
late, and I knew I could get good direction from the First Lady’s 
office. That’s it. 

Mr. Bennett. Let me ask you this. It was late Friday evening, 
March 10th, and this was for the Saturday morning March 11th 
radio address; correct? 

Ms. Scott. Yes. 

Mr. Bennett. It was somewhat of a rushed process, wasn’t it, in 
terms of trying to check out who these people were and check out 
passport numbers and exactly who was being taken into the Oval 
Office of the White House? 

Ms. Scott. What was your question? 

Mr. Bennett. Wasn’t this somewhat of a rushed scenario here? 
It was late Friday afternoon, March 10th, and someone was trying 
to take individuals right into the Oval Office to be with the Presi- 
dent the following morning, that Saturday morning, March 11th. It 
was a rush to get this done, wasn’t it? 

Ms. Scott. It didn’t seem to be real rush to me. 

Mr. Bennett. Have you routinely — and I’ll ask this of you, Ms. 
Khare, or Mrs. Crawford, or Ms. Hernreich, for that matter — have 
you all routinely ever had a request on a Friday night, late, with 
respect to trying to get people into the radio address the following 
Saturday morning? Ms. Scott, had you dealt with a situation like 
that before? 

Ms. Scott. The only other time that I dealt with the radio ad- 
dress was for my godparents. And I think I called — I’m not sure ex- 
actly when I called. I think it might have been the week of. 

Mr. Bennett. Let me ask you, Ms. Khare, have you had a simi- 
lar situation when you were at the DNC, when there was calls on 
Friday night trying to get somebody into the radio address the fol- 
lowing Saturday morning? 

Ms. Khare. No, I don’t remember any other circumstance like 
this, although I don’t remember this to be night. I remember this 
being in the daytime. 

Mr. Bennett. I’m sorry. Ms. Crawford, or Ms. Hernreich, do ei- 
ther of you recall a situation where the afternoon before, or let’s 
say into the evening before the President makes his radio address 
at the White House, that there has been an effort at the last 
minute to allow people to go into the Oval Office itself at the time 
the President is making the radio address? 

Ms. Crawford, as to you, do you recall such a scenario? 

Ms. Crawford. On Friday afternoons, yes, that would not have 
been unusual. 

Mr. Bennett. Have you personally handled such efforts at the 
last minute? 

Ms. Crawford. To have people come to the radio address on Fri- 
day afternoon? 

Mr. Bennett. Yes. 

Ms. Crawford. Absolutely. 

Mr. Bennett. Would you normally have been the person to han- 
dle that? 

Ms. Crawford. Yes, I would have been a normal contact. 
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Mr. Bennett. Ms. Hernreich, would you have been involved in 
that, or would that have been Ms. Crawford’s function? 

Ms. Hernreich. I would have been involved peripherally. I think 
she would bring the list to me, and eventually — or come to me and 
say someone just called at the last minute. That would be the nor- 
mal process. 

Mr. Bennett. Ms. Khare — to you, Ms. Khare — ultimately Ms. 
Scott advised you that the First Lady’s office said that it could be 
arranged that this group could go into the White House; correct? 

Ms. Khare. She advised me that the group could go into the 
White House. I don’t remember whether she said that the permis- 
sion came from the First Lady’s office. I just don’t remember who 
told her. 

Mr. Bennett. And, in fact, you are the individual who ultimately 
called Mr. Chung? 

Ms. Khare. I returned the call to him. And the time period was 
not very long. He was still 

Mr. Bennett. Still at the First Lady’s office? 

Ms. Khare. Still at the First Lady’s office, yes. 

Mr. Bennett. And you basically advised him that he was going 
to be permitted, with his six friends, to go into the Oval Office? 

Ms. Khare. I don’t remember the number of friends, but yes. 

Mr. Bennett. Ms. Khare, were you ever criticized by any rep- 
resentatives of the National Security Council with respect to taking 
these steps? 

Ms. Khare. No one ever came to me from the National Security 
Council. I’ve never talked to anybody from the National Security 
Council. The following week or within the following few weeks, 
someone on my — on the DNC staff came to me and in a teasing 
kind of way said, the National Security Council is after you be- 
cause you let those Chinese nationals have their picture made with 
the President. And they were — that was not at all serious, but they 
were telling me that — they did explain that the National Security 
Council was objecting to the photographs being given to the Chi- 
nese citizens, the photographs with the President. 

Mr. Bennett. In fact, Ms. Khare, I will be asking Ms. Hernreich 
and Ms. Crawford in a few minutes about the reaction of the Presi- 
dent with respect to the photographs being released. But you don’t 
know whether it was a jesting concern on the part of the National 
Security Council or a very deep concern. Clearly someone indicated 
to you that someone was upset with you at the National Security 
Council. 

Ms. Khare. Yes, I didn’t think that the National Security Coun- 
cil was jesting. I did think that the person on my staff was making 
it a more serious thing and making it sound more serious than it 
was. 

Mr. Bennett. And I believe the individual at the DNC was Mr. 
Eric Sildon who indicated that to you? 

Ms. Khare. That is what I remember, yes. 

Mr. Bennett. Did you personally ever talk with anyone at the 
National Security Council about the concern of the NSC for these 
individuals who have been been permitted to go into the Oval Of- 
fice with the President? 

Ms. Khare. No, I did not. 
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Mr. Bennett. Ultimately, Ms. Khare, you not only arranged for 
Mr. Chung to get into the Saturday morning address, but you also 
handled the forwarding of the photograph to him in connection 
with his visit, didn’t you? 

Ms. Khare. No, I did not handle the forwarding of the photo- 
graph. 

Mr. Bennett. Let me if I can, exhibit 201. You see that exhibit 
that is on the screen before you, Ms. Khare? 

[Note. — Exhibit 201 may be found on p. 55.] 

Ms. Khare. Yes. 

Mr. Bennett. It is a fax — covering fax sheet to Johnny Chung 
from Carol Khare. 

Ms. Khare. Yes. 

Mr. Bennett. Subject: Photo. And I believe it reads, the White 
House assures me that you now have the pictures. Hurrah, I guess, 
is what it says. 

Ms. Khare. Something like that. Yes. 

Mr. Bennett. If you don’t give me a call, have a good trip. Is 
that your handwriting? 

Ms. Khare. That is my handwriting. 

Mr. Bennett. So you were involved with forwarding. 

Ms. Khare. I didn’t forward the photographs. What I was saying 
to him was I understand you now have the photographs. I did not 
make the arrangements or send him the photographs. 

Mr. Bennett. But clearly you did confirm with him that the pho- 
tograph had been sent? 

Ms. Khare. Yes, yes. 

Mr. Bennett. Now, Ms. Hernreich, I gather that you as the Dep- 
uty Assistant to the President and the Director of Oval Office Oper- 
ations — do I have that correct? Is that your title. 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes. 

Mr. Bennett. You would have had some responsibility in terms 
of handling logistical arrangements with respect to this kind of 
visit by an individual and/or foreign nationals into the Oval Office. 
Wouldn’t you have some involvement in that? 

Ms. Hernreich. Well, specifically what do you mean by logistical 
arrangements? 

Mr. Bennett. Did you in any way coordinate the checking of 
passport numbers or anything else with respect to the individuals 
taken in to see the President? 

Ms. Hernreich. On this occasion, to be very honest with you, I 
don’t recall anything about the — how they came to get into the 
radio address. Normally, I would not be the one who would be 
checking passport numbers or even forwarding those to 

Mr. Bennett. Did you interact with Mrs. Evan Ryan, who in fact 
checked the passport numbers? 

Ms. Hernreich. Again, I don’t remember anything about any- 
thing coming up to this radio address or Mr. Chung being in this 
radio address. I do not recall ever interacting with Evan Ryan re- 
garding anything on this radio address or really any radio address. 

Mr. Bennett. If we can just briefly play the videotape of the 
March 11, 1995, visit by Mr. Chung and his group. 

[Videotape playing.] 
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Mr. Bennett. Ms. Hernreich and Ms. Crawford, were both of you 
there in the Oval Office on this occasion? 

I hear some female voices in the background. I am trying to clar- 
ify whether you were both in the Oval office when that visit was 
made. 

Ms. Hernreich. I don’t recall if I was in the Oval Office right 
then or not. 

Mr. Bennett. Ms. Crawford, were you? 

Ms. Crawford. Yes, I was there. 

Mr. Bennett. With respect to your appearance there, Ms. 
Crawford or Ms. Hernreich, if you were or were not there, who was 
responsible for vetting — a phrase in Washington — ^vetting or clear- 
ing the names of the guest list, clearing the names of those individ- 
uals before they arrived in the Oval Office to meet with the Presi- 
dent? 

Ms. Crawford. Are you asking me? 

Mr. Bennett. Yes. 

Ms. Crawford. I can tell you the standard practice if that’s what 
you are interested in. 

Mr. Bennett. It was your responsibility, wasn’t it? Aren’t you 
the one that was in charge of that? 

Ms. Crawford. Of vetting? 

Mr. Bennett. Yes, of clearing the names. 

Ms. Crawford. No, my responsibility was gathering the requests 
that would come into the radio address, and I would anywhere 
from a couple of weeks before a radio address to as I mentioned 
before, a Friday before the radio address, would take requests from 
people, from friends and family of the President, from various peo- 
ple, and then put the list together, and Nancy and I would any- 
where from 2 or 3 days prior to the radio address, would sit down 
and try to determine, you know, who could attend. 

Mr. Bennett. And did you take those steps with respect to those 
individuals? Those six individuals with Mr. Chung we just saw 
them on the videotape. 

Ms. Crawford. I have a vague recollection — I mean, I know that 
they attended the radio address — of how they came to — it’s my un- 
derstanding that the request came from the chairman’s office at the 
DNC. And as these young women who testified, I believe it was on 
a Friday, so it would not have been the normal practice of sitting 
down a couple of days ahead of time. But normally 

Mr. Bennett. I think that is my point, if I can pick up on that. 
It would not have been the normal practice. Obviously, this is an 
event that has taken on some significance in your life in terms of 
depositions and appearances. I guess that’s the point I was trying 
to make earlier. This was not the normal event to Friday after- 
noon, if it was not Friday night, have an individual indicate he 
wants to bring six foreign nationals into the Oval Office of the 
White House and my question is do you recall in light of this late 
minute request what steps you took to try to find out who these 
people were? 

Ms. Crawford. I do not recall exactly — they were not described, 
I don’t think, in that manner to me. I understood it as a request 
from the chairman’s office for a gentleman, Mr. Johnny Chung, to 
come along with six people. 
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Mr. Bennett. Did you do anything about checking of passports 
or such things with respect to individuals to come into the country? 
Did anyone talk to you about that? 

Ms. Crawford. That was not part of our responsibility. The Se- 
cret Service. 

Mr. Bennett. Did anyone from the Secret Service talk to you 
about how these people managed to get into the Oval Office? 

Ms. Crawford. No, I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Bennett. Ms. Hernreich, I think clearly at some point in 
time a photograph of these individuals with the President was re- 
leased. Isn’t that correct? 

Ms. Hernreich. I don’t know if it was released or not. My recol- 
lection is that it was never released. At least my recollection is that 
I was called about the photograph and I never released it. 

Mr. Bennett. Well, I believe at some point in time with the pho- 
tograph having been released, didn’t President Clinton — and I’m 
just referring to page 67 of your deposition, if you want to refer to 
that, Mr. Cearly. I’m not trying to trap you here on this, Ms. 
Hernreich, I am trying to clarify. You had previously indicated, I 
believe, that with respect to the release of the photograph of the 
President with Mr. Chung and these individuals, that President 
Clinton said to you, and I’m referring to page 67 of your deposition, 
that, quote. You shouldn’t have done that, end of quote, or, quote, 
“We shouldn’t have done that.” Do you see that in your deposition? 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes. May I say that my recollection is that he 
did not say that in regards to the photograph. I think what he was 
saying to me, as I recall it, that we should not have brought them 
in there. 

Mr. Bennett. I’m sorry. So then it was more than just the mat- 
ter of the President talking about a photograph; he was specifically 
saying to you that these individuals should not have been brought 
into the Oval Office? 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s my recollection. 

Mr. Bennett. Did President Clinton indicate to you what the 
basis of his concern was as to the matter of these people being 
brought into the Oval Office? 

Ms. Hernreich. Not that I recall. 

Mr. Bennett. Did he at any time express concern about National 
Security Council considerations? I believe at one point in your dep- 
osition I thought you indicated at page 64 that the President, 
President Clinton, noted — page 64, Congressman, of Ms. Hern- 
reich’s deposition — that the President expressed concern about the 
National Security Council having to be contacted. 

Ms. Hernreich. No, I don’t believe so. I don’t think it says that. 

Mr. Bennett. Could I have 1 second, please? 

Mr. Burton. Can I interrupt? I’d like to ask one question. 

Mr. Bennett. Certainly, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. When I’m talking to my assistant and I tell her I 
don’t think somebody should be in my office or should be talked to, 
she usually says, why. I mean she usually gives me some kind of 
a question. Did you not question the President and say, what did 
I do wrong or why did you object to them coming in here? 

Ms. Hernreich. No, I didn’t. And I’m not really — I normally 
don’t question him. I think what he says should go. If the President 
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of the United States says we shouldn’t have done that, then I think 
we should not have done that. You’re the President. 

Mr. Burton. But you have no idea why he said we should not 
have had them in there? 

Ms. Hernreich. My recollection, Mr. Chairman, is that there 
was no followup conversation and that’s my recollection. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you. 

Mr. Bennett. Did you have any further conversations with 
President Clinton concerning his concern about these individuals 
having come in? Did he ever bring it up again to you? 

Ms. Hernreich. Not that I recall. 

Mr. Bennett. Ms. Crawford, I believe that in your deposition you 
previously indicated that you remember the President expressing 
some concerns about Mr. Chung and his guests; isn’t that correct? 

Ms. Crawford. Yes, I vaguely recall. 

Mr. Bennett. Did you talk with President Clinton about his con- 
cerns about these people having been brought into the Oval Office? 

Ms. Crawford. No, I did not. I don’t recall any specific conversa- 
tion, no. 

Mr. Bennett. Ms. Crawford, did you take any steps with respect 
to these concerns that were raised by the President? Specifically, 
did you contact the National Security Council after the fact to fol- 
lowup on this? 

Ms. Crawford. I have — I recall that my concern, because I 
would also deal with the photographs from the radio address, was 
making sure or seeing if it was appropriate to hand out these pho- 
tographs. So I do have a recollection of after the radio address, very 
shortly after, contacting or giving a note to someone in the Na- 
tional Security Council. I’m not sure if it was 

Mr. Bennett. Did you take the names of Mr. Chung and his six 
guests to the National Security Council so someone could do a little 
bit of a check on these people? 

Ms. Crawford. During my 

Mr. Bennett. Not a little bit of a check; any kind of a check. Did 
you take those names to the NSC? 

Ms. Crawford. During my deposition I did see a document that 
the names were forwarded to Nancy Soderberg, and I may have 
been the person that passed that note down or walked it down. 

Mr. Bennett. In that regard, maybe it would help you a little 
bit if I could have exhibit 196. If we can increase the — bring that 
up a little bit. Ms. Crawford, showing you exhibit 196, it’s on the 
TV screen and I believe it’s in the exhibit book there before you. 

[Exhibit 196 follows:] 
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Cl^SS. UNCLASSIFIED 
DISPOSITION; RECORD 
Transmissjon: 07-Apf-9S 10:12 am 
S-NDER: Dait>y, Melanie B. 

SUBJECT: Subject; PHOTOS? [UNCLASSIFIED] 
TO: Hill, Roseanne M. 

RotTi. Stanley O. 

Suefongef. Robert L. 

CC; NO CC's on THIS MESSAGE 


An odd situation on wtiicft I need some guidance for the President’s office 
asap; . . 

A couple of weete ago, late Friday night, the head of the DNC asked the 
Presidenfs office to indude several people in the Presidents Saturday 
Radio Address. They did so. not knowing anything about them except that 
they were DNC contributors. 

It turns out they are various Chinese gurus and the POTUS wasn't sure we d 
want photos of him with these people circulating around. Johnny Chung, one 
of the people on the list, is coming in to see Nancy Hemreich tomorrow and 
Nancy needs to know urgently whether or not she can give him the pictures. 
Could you please review the list asap and give me your advice on whether we 
want these photos floafing around? (FYI - these people are major DNC 
conihDUtofs and if we can give them the photos, the Presidenfs office 
would like to do so); 

HONGYS ZHENG 

Chairman. China Council for the Promotion of Infl Trade (CCPIT) 

Chairman. China Chamber of Infi Commerce (CCOIC) 

YAN SANZHONG 

President, China Petro-Chemical Corporation 
JICHUN HUANG 

Vice President. China Infl Trust and Investment Corp. 

RENZHONG WANG 

Vice Chairman and President. Shanghai AJ Shareholding Corp. 

JAMES J. SUN 

Young Entrepeneur of Xinjiang, self-made multi-millionaire. Unjmqi TaJhe 
Industry Co. 

JIANIONG YU 

Chief, Amencan and Oceanic Affairs Oivrsion. Uaision Department, CCPIT & 
CCOIC 

JOHNNY CHUNG 
Chairman i CEO. AISi 

Thanss very mucn for your help. 
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Ms. Crawford. Yes, I have it here. 

Mr. Bennett. Which is a memorandum from Brooke Darby of 
the National Security Council to Robert Suettinger of the National 
Security Council. Do you see that it is dated April 7, 1995? 

Ms. Crawford. Yes, I do see it. 

Mr. Bennett. That is approximately 4 weeks after the radio ad- 
dress. And you’ll note the comments there, I believe it says Johnny 
Chung, one of the people on the list, is coming in to see Nancy 
Hernreich tomorrow, and Nancy needs to know urgently whether 
or not she can give them the pictures. Do you see that? 

Ms. Crawford. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Bennett. Ms. Crawford, I’ll show you also exhibit 198, 
which is apparently a notation of e-mail in terms of the response 
of Mr. Suettinger back to Ms. Darby. In that exhibit 198 there is 
Mr. Suettinger’s comment about Mr. Chung in that exhibit to the 
effect that, quote, “My impression is that he is a hustler,” a quote 
that has been repeated a few times today by Members of both polit- 
ical parties. 

Ms. Crawford, is there any reason why these memos would be 
dated April 7th and not March 11th if you immediately addressed 
the question on Saturday morning with the National Security 
Council? 

[Exhibit 198 follows:] 
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CLASS: UNCLASSIFieO 
DISPOSmON: RECORD 
Tr.n«nito»": 

ITbSScT: =Cfr^R"*P»OTOS7 (LNCL^SS.F.EOI 
TO: Darby, Mel*ni« B. 

CC: RoSi, SUnley O. 

Tha i»r» of boioocifv s2o!^ («*“/ 

Johimy Cbuns ooSl»tn7 Nrttwr « I •« 

<»«f^ » Zr ^Tlu»^^SSrSinm. on #« K 

OOTo guy* xtB ■» l>«« B» ” 

memofy. 

Bu. . ::ji, 

«ro« “ ■ “» 

^oroby or.,.^, 

r;;“;;or r.i.'pr'Cr.c. h. ^=0- . ;^^p-^. •’» 

«« orpoct to s« rrimilar tro .tment (or future v»». He «« be 
persrstanL 


Prom Oarby, M. Bcookc 

To ©ASIA - A^an Affairs 

CC' /R, Record ai Ai 

Subject: PHOTOS? (UNCUASSlPieOj 

Date: Prtday. April 07. 1B95 01:12 PM 

A/, odd ModOdo oo -TicTt I Oddd Mme guiaeneo tor Cie PrePSenfe orfiee 
asap 

A dooold of -ddkd ogo. lot. Frtaey nigm. no neeP 

Presaenl'c orto. to irKUde ®»o™i peopo ^o 1 0,,, 

Rodio Addre®. They did oo, not enowtng anything ohout ffiem exeop 
tney were ONC contritKriorK. 

„ n,n,. out e,.y or. vnoo. ChOt®. gortp one thd tAtre 

_.n. pnoto. of h.n, thood people drool.tng .round, Chung^ oo 

of 0 ,. pdople on the liP, < oomirtg rn to . 0 . None, 

N.noy nood. u. .now urgently wheeier o, not «.e con grvd Nrn 
Could you ple..e revutw the Sol OMP oml gf'F "t' Tour .a~e on pother ure 
..n, thdde Photo. llo.t.ng .round’ (FYI - Ihe.d peopl. .'e 
oonotoutors .nd il we ®n glee then, die photos, me Pres.dmtl s olhoe 
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Ms. Crawford. I did not write these memos or e-mails, so I don’t 
know why they would be dated. 

Mr. Bennett. I guess my question is, is it your recollection that 
you dealt immediately with this that same Saturday, March 11th? 

Ms. Crawford. I believe that I followed up very shortly after the 
radio address. I believe I followed up on Saturday, but you know 
I’m not sure if it was Saturday or maybe Monday. Maybe people 
weren’t in on Saturday. I believe I followed up shortly thereafter. 

Mr. Bennett. Looking at exhibit 196, if we could have that back 
on the screen, please. There is reference to — trying to have a visit 
with you. Do you recall the visit of Mr. Johnny Chung to see you 
the following day on April 8th with respect to the photographs 
taken in the Oval Office? 

Ms. Hernreich. No. 

Mr. Bennett. Do you have any recollection of any followup visit 
by Mr. Chung? 

Ms. Hernreich. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Bennett. Do you have any recollection of speaking with Ms. 
Crawford with respect to her contact with the National Security 
Council, whether it was on March 11th or April 7th? 

Ms. Hernreich. No, I don’t have any recollection of speaking 
with her about conversations she had with the NSC. 

Mr. Bennett. Ultimately, what was the response of the National 
Security Council? What was the position? 

Ms. Hernreich. Well, I don’t recall 

Mr. Bennett. I’m sorry; Ms. Crawford, you wanted to add some- 
thing? 

Ms. Crawford. Yes, exhibit 187? 

Mr. Bennett. I’m sorry. 

Ms. Craweord. Exhibit 187 in my book indicates — which was 
shown to me during my deposition — the name and listed the dele- 
gations and a note that went to Nancy Soderberg, who is in the 
NSC. 

[Note. — Exhibit 187 may be found on p. 85.] 

Mr. Bennett. I was going to get to that in a second. We could 
go to that now if you like. 

Ms. Crawford. This is what I would believe would have been 
the contact shortly thereafter, which would have been 2 days there- 
after. 

Mr. Bennett. Ms. Crawford, do you recall Ms. Darby calling you 
and advising you not to permit this photograph to be released? 

Ms. Crawford. I don’t specifically recall a conversation with Ms. 
Darby. 

Mr. Bennett. I thought at page 62 of your deposition you indi- 
cated — 

Ms. Craweord. I’m sure that I talked with Ms. Darby, but I 
don’t specifically recall what she told me to do with the photo- 
graphs. 

Mr. Bennett. Well, Ms. Brooke Darby of the National Security 
Council is testifying before this committee tomorrow afternoon and 
according to comments she has made to members of the staff of 
this committee, she indicates that she specifically told you, Ms. 
Crawford, not to have photographs of Mr. Chung and his guests re- 
leased. And I interpreted that comment made recently by her in 
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preparation for her appearance here tomorrow to he consistent with 
your deposition testimony where you indicated, I thought, that you 
recalled her in fact calling you, saying don’t release this photo- 
graph. 

Ms. Crawford. Can you show me in my deposition — I recall hav- 
ing a conversation with Ms. Darhy about this, hut I don’t specifi- 
cally recall her saying 

Mr. Bennett. Let me address the points you were trying to 
make on the exhibit. Ms. Hernreich, directing your attention to ex- 
hibit 187, 187, if we can also put up — first of all, exhibit 171-1 — 
171-1 is the second page of a letter forwarded by Mr. Chung. And 
then now looking at exhibit 187, that is handwriting and notation 
on that second page. Do you see that Ms. Hernreich? 

Ms. Hernreich. 187? 

Mr. Bennett. Yes. 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes. 

Mr. Bennett. Directing your attention to exhibit 187, that is ac- 
tually your handwriting, isn’t it, Ms. Hernreich? 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes, that’s correct. 

Mr. Bennett. And referring to that exhibit, correct me if I am 
wrong, but I believe — if I am not reading that correctly tell me — 
but the handwriting reads someone from DNC asked to let into 
radio address before photos are sent out; we need to know if we 
should not send them. Isn’t that correct? 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s what it says. 

Mr. Bennett. Ms. Khare, ultimately you did learn that the 
White House, in fact, sent the photographs, correct, as reflected by 
the fax that was sent out? 

Ms. Khare. That fax reflects that. I do not independent of that 
fax remember what the final outcome was of this. 

Mr. Bennett. But clearly the fax reflects that it was sent, and 
I guess my question to all of you is do any of you know the indi- 
vidual at the White House — this is directed to the entire panel of 
four — the individual at the White House who made the decision to 
send these photographs of President Clinton and Mr. Chung and 
his friends out to Mr. Chung, despite the warnings of the National 
Security Council? Do you know who made that decision? 

Ms. Hernreich. Mr. Bennett, may I speak for a moment? 

Mr. Bennett. Certainly. 

Ms. Hernreich. Do we know for certain that that photograph 
with the group was sent out? And, you know, my recollection is 
that Mr. Chung called quite a bit about these photographs and that 
they were never released. Only yesterday did I find out that he 
had, in going through some of this that he had received any photo- 
graphs, and I’m wondering whether he received only the photo- 
graph of him and his brother, and that the photographs of the en- 
tire group were never released. I’ve not seen that photograph in 
any of his literature or anywhere else. It is my recollection that 
those photographs were never sent to him. 

Mr. Bennett. Ms. Hernreich, I will tell you on behalf of the com- 
mittee, we’re going to be interviewing Mr. Chung tomorrow under 
oath, and that is one of the many things we would like to find out. 
And, Mr. Chairman, if I can have 30 more seconds, I will be fin- 
ished. Just one last thing, Ms. Hernreich, if you would — specifically 
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referring to exhibit 215, you also, Ms. Crawford, or actually, Ms. 
Hernreich, either one of you, those of you who were working at the 
White House, this is an e-mail at the White House dated November 
30, 1995. Do you see that? Where there is a specific notation that 
as of November 22, 1995, we will not honor requests from Johnny 
Chung. And there is reference to his, quote, improperly using photo 
or business — photo of businesspeople and the President. Do you re- 
call receiving this e-mail, Ms. Hernreich? 

[Exhibit 215 follows:] 
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RECORD TYPEi PRESIDENTIAL (ALL-IN-1 HAIL) 

CREATOR :Kathla«n M. Hannassy ( HEHNESSY_K ) (WHO) 

CREATION DATE/TIHE:22>N0V-1995 11:31:31.38 
SUBJECT sraquests 

TO:Lori A. Wianar < WIENER_L ) (WHO) 

READ:30-N0V-199S 10:53:14.48 

TO:Janat H. Philips C PHILIPS_J ) (WHO) 

READx22*N0V’1995 14:54:44.37 

TEXT: ■ 

To: Lori Wianar 
To: Janet Phi.lips 
Re: Johnny Chung 

As of 11/22/95 par Bob HcNaaly, wa will net honor requests from 
Johnny Chung, CEO of AISI. Ha has been ispreparly using photo of 
business people and the President. Bob suggests tailing him the 
photos ware ordered and sent out end can net be reordered. 

He has been asking through the West Wing office but ha might find 
our office at some point. 

Thanks, 

Kathleen 


£OP 06S372 


215 
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Ms. Hernreich. No, I don’t. The e-mail is not to me. 

Mr. Bennett. Do you recall receiving it, Ms. Crawford? Did you 
ever see this e-mail? 

Ms. Crawford. No, this is the first time I believe that I have 
seen this. 

Mr. Bennett. Do either of you ever recall any conversations con- 
cerning the policy that was established as of November 22, 1995, 
at the Clinton White House in light of Mr. Chung’s use of these 
photographs? Do either one of you recall that? 

Ms. Hernreich. Mr. Bennett, what I recall, and my memory is 
not great a lot of the time, but what I recall is conversations with 
the photo office that we would not send those photographs of the 
businesspeople with Mr. Chung from the beginning. That’s my 
recollection of my conversations. 

Mr. Bennett. My question is in terms of this — Mr. Chairman, I 
am finished. Thank you — that e-mail clearly establishing a policy 
in November 1995, neither of you recall actually seeing that e-mail 
or being aware of its issuance at the White House? 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s correct. 

Ms. Crawford. I do not recall, no. 

Mr. Bennett. Thank you, I have no further questions, Mr. 
Chairman. Thank you. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Waxman. 

Mr. Waxman. Ms. Hernreich, I understand you essentially serve 
as President Clinton’s gatekeeper. Can you explain what that 
means? 

Ms. Hernreich. Well, I am basically responsible on a daily basis 
for who he sees, what paper he sees, what phone calls he receives, 
that sort of thing. So for all of those things, I am his gatekeeper. 

Mr. Waxman. And you manage a staff of how many people? 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes, I have 9 or 10 people. 

Mr. Waxman. And you manage the flow of paper to the Presi- 
dent, memos, letters, notes and other individual orders that people 
want to get to the President? 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s correct. 

Mr. Waxman. Do you keep his schedule? 

Ms. Hernreich. What we try to do is implement the schedule 
every day. That is part of our responsibility, to make sure that he 
does what he’s supposed to be doing as it relates to the schedule, 
and that he accomplishes the goals that he’s supposed to accom- 
plish each day. 

Mr. Waxman. And you field a lot of phone calls? 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes, we do take a lot of phone calls. 

Mr. Waxman. And you handle visitors to the Oval Office? 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s correct. 

Mr. Waxman. Does that include staff who will be meeting with 
the President? 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s correct. 

Mr. Waxman. Does your office handle the President’s personal 
correspondence? 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s correct. 

Mr. Waxman. I would like the committee to understand what a 
typical day is like for you. I understand you work 6 days a week. 
How many hours do you typically work each day? 
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Ms. Hernreich. Usually the minimum is 12 hours. 

Mr. Waxman. How many pieces of paper do you review in a typ- 
ical day? 

Ms. Hernreich. I would say at a minimum 150 pieces of paper. 

Mr. Waxman. Do you have to do a quick review of where to send 
the pieces of paper? Is that your job? 

Ms. Hernreich. Correct. I also review the paper that goes to the 
President. Often it will come from the staff or other sources. I re- 
view that. And I view correspondence, other pieces of paper that 
come to me, and then I decide where to send them. 

Mr. Waxman. How many visitors to the President does your of- 
fice deal with on a typical day? 

Ms. Hernreich. Including the staff, oh, at least 100. 

Mr. Waxman. And you help to determine who gets in and who 
doesn’t? 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s correct. 

Mr. Waxman. How many phone calls does your office field in a 
typical day? 

Ms. Hernreich. Including staff, we get a lot of phone calls from 
staff, not asking to speak to the President but asking us what the 
President is doing or an opinion of what he might want on some- 
thing, so I would say probably that same amount, 100, 150 phone 
calls at least a day. 

Mr. Waxman. How many of those do you personally return, do 
you think? 

Ms. Hernreich. I speak to a lot of the staff people directly. I re- 
turn a lot of my own phone calls. If I don’t get them done that day, 
I will return them the next day or the first opportunity I have. 

Mr. Waxman. In a typical day you are required to review hun- 
dreds of pieces of paper, talk to dozens of individuals in person, 
speak to dozens of people on the phone, keep the President on 
schedule, manage a staff of 9 and handle any emergencies that 
might come up? 

Ms. Hernreich. That sounds like a typical day. 

Mr. Waxman. And you do that 6 days a week. 

Ms. Hernreich. Normally 6 days a week. 

Mr. Waxman. It sounds like you are constantly in motion. 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s true. 

Mr. Waxman. Were you involved in organizing the President’s 
radio addresses? 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes. 

Mr. Waxman. What was your role in regard to those events? 

Ms. Hernreich. My role is to primarily oversee the — to go over 
with my assistant the last list and determine who actually gets 
into the radio address. 

Mr. Waxman. What’s the purpose of inviting guests to attend the 
radio address? 

Ms. Hernreich. The purpose is basically to — because — give the 
President an opportunity to visit with his friends and his friends 
to see him. Another reason to have people at the radio address is 
because staff people often want to bring their families in to meet 
the President and we really don’t have a good opportunity during 
the week to do that. So this is a nice way to have an audience and 
then afterwards to have photographs. And so a chance for them. 
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staff and cabinet members, to bring their families in to meet the 
President. 

And the third reason is actually it’s good for the President. He 
enjoys having an audience. He loves people, and he wants to be ac- 
cessible to his staff and to his friends and there’s not that time 
often and so this is a good chance for that. And it makes him feel 
good. And I think it puts a nice tone on the radio address for him. 
He likes it. 

Mr. Waxman. How many radio addresses does he give each year? 

Ms. Hernreich. I think — well, he gives one a week. 52. We have 
audiences, I think, for about 40 a year because he probably does 
about 40 in the office. 

Mr. Waxman. Forty a year in which you have audiences? 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s correct. 

Mr. Waxman. How many people are typically in an audience? 

Ms. Hernreich. Probably about an average of 60. Some days 
there are 100, some days 40. 

Mr. Waxman. So we are talking about over 10,000, maybe 15,000 
people attending a radio address since the start of the Clinton ad- 
ministration in 1993? Does that sound about right? 

Ms. Hernreich. That sounds about right. 

Mr. Waxman. Do you remember each of the 10- to 15,000 people 
who attended the radio address? 

Ms. Hernreich. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Waxman. How long have you been working for the Presi- 
dent? 

Ms. Hernreich. I’ve been working for the President since 1985, 
when he was Governor. 

Mr. Waxman. So around 12 years. And you’ve been at the White 
House for 4V2 years now. In your experience, is the President pret- 
ty courteous to people? 

Ms. Hernreich. Pardon me? 

Mr. Waxman. Is the President a courteous individual? 

Ms. Hernreich. He is extremely courteous. He loves people. And 
he wants to do things for other people. And this is a great oppor- 
tunity for him to do that. He has a heart of gold. 

Mr. Waxman. We saw a videotape of the President greeting 
Johnny Chung. Would you say that was unusual for the President 
when he greeted Johnny Chung? 

Ms. Hernreich. No, it’s not unusual at all. 

Mr. Waxman. He’s friendly. 

Ms. Hernreich. He greets most of his friends like that. 

Mr. Waxman. And does the President get his picture taken with 
lots of people? 

Ms. Hernreich. Lots of people. 

Mr. Waxman. Does the President generally smile when someone 
wants their picture taken with him? 

Ms. Hernreich. Absolutely. 

Mr. Waxman. Because of the nature of your job, do you generally 
know who the President’s personal friends are? 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Waxman. Was Johnny Chung a personal friend of the Presi- 
dent? 
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Ms. Hernreich. The President considered Johnny Chung a per- 
sonal friend. 

Mr. Waxman. Did you have any role in helping Johnny Chung 
attend the March 11, 1995 radio address? 

Ms. Hernreich. I honestly don’t rememher anything leading up 
to the time that he — what took place that caused him to come to 
the radio address. 

Mr. Waxman. Did you have any conversations with Maggie Wil- 
liams about Johnny Chung’s request to attend the radio address? 

Ms. Hernreich. I don’t recall any conversations with Maggie 
Williams about him coming to that radio address. 

Mr. Waxman. Did Evan Ryan contact you to request that Johnny 
Chung be allowed to come to that radio address? 

Ms. Hernreich. I don’t recall that Evan Ryan called me at all 
on that. 

Mr. Waxman. Did you have any conversations with anyone else 
in the First Lady’s office requesting that Johnny Chung be allowed 
to attend this radio address? 

Ms. Hernreich. No, I don’t believe so. 

Mr. Waxman. And I think you testified you don’t remember see- 
ing Johnny Chung at the radio address. 

Ms. Hernreich. I don’t remember it, no. 

Mr. Waxman. Let me ask you a few bottom line questions about 
Johnny Chung. Did Johnny Chung ever tell you that he would 
make a contribution if he could attend the radio address? 

Ms. Hernreich. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Waxman. Did Johnny Chung ever talk to you about political 
contributions? 

Ms. Hernreich. No. 

Mr. Waxman. Did Johnny Chung ever talk to you about policy 
matters? Did he ever tell you that he was trying to get a change 
in U.S. policy? 

Ms. Hernreich. No. 

Mr. Waxman. And did you ever solicit contributions from Johnny 
Chung? 

Ms. Hernreich. No. 

Mr. Waxman. While I’m on the subject, let me ask you some very 
general questions. While you worked at the White House, did you 
ever solicit contributions from anyone? 

Ms. Hernreich. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Waxman. And did you ever observe any White House staffers 
soliciting contributions from anyone? 

Ms. Hernreich. No. 

Mr. Waxman. Ms. Khare, Johnny Chung called you in March 
1995. Did you know who he was at that time? 

Ms. Khare. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Waxman. And he identified himself as Johnny Chung, I as- 
sume. 

Ms. Khare. He did. 

Mr. Waxman. And he said, what, he’s a friend of the First 
Lady’s? 

Ms. Khare. He said I’m a friend of the First Lady. 

Mr. Waxman. Did he say he was calling from the First Lady’s of- 
fice? 
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Ms. Khare. Yes, he did. 

Mr. Waxman. And he also said that Maggie Williams couldn’t 
help him get into the radio address. 

Ms. Khare. That’s right. 

Mr. Waxman. You had someone in your office handle the request 
after he had called; isn’t that right? 

Ms. Khare. That’s right. 

Mr. Waxman. You asked Ms. Scott to see what she could do 
about it? 

Ms. Khare. I asked if anyone knew what could be done about it, 
and Ms. Scott volunteered to try. 

Mr. Waxman. You didn’t handle that request yourself. 

Ms. Khare. No. I really didn’t know how. 

Mr. Waxman. OK. You didn’t tell Chairman Fowler about the re- 
quest. 

Ms. Khare. Not that I recall. I don’t think I did. 

Mr. Waxman. You eventually passed it off to Ms. Scott. 

Ms. Khare. Yes. 

Mr. Waxman. And Ms. Scott told you that the request had been 
approved at some point that day. 

Ms. Khare. Yes. 

Mr. Waxman. And you called Mr. Chung back at the First Lady’s 
office to let him know; is that right? 

Ms. Khare. That’s right. 

Mr. Waxman. You don’t remember his name being mentioned in 
the office before that time? 

Ms. Khare. No, I don’t. I know now from discussions and deposi- 
tions and, that kind of thing, that he had been in the office a few 
days before, but I was not aware of that at the time. 

Mr. Waxman. Did you know at the time that he had made any 
campaign contributions? 

Ms. Khare. No. 

Mr. Waxman. The way you handled Johnny Chung’s request was 
the same way you would have handled any friend or supporter’s re- 
quest that attend a radio address; is that right? 

Ms. Khare. I hope so, yes. 

Mr. Waxman. You didn’t just do this for financial contributors. 
You did it for others, as well? 

Ms. Khare. Yes. 

Mr. Waxman. You didn’t accept Johnny Chung’s invitation to 
travel to China, did you? 

Ms. Khare. No, I didn’t. 

Mr. Waxman. And Chairman Fowler didn’t accept his offer ei- 
ther, did he? 

Ms. Khare. No. 

Mr. Waxman. OK. There was a question about whether he 
should get — let me ask Ms. Scott some questions first. Let me get 
to that. 

Ms. Scott, you said that Carol Khare asked you to find out if 
Johnny Chung and his guests could attend that March 11th radio 
address; is that right? 

Ms. Scott. That’s correct. 

Mr. Waxman. OK. 

Ms. Scott. She made a general statement in the office. 
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Mr. Waxman. And did you know how to handle that? 

Ms. Scott. Not specifically. I said I would make a call to a 
friend. 

Mr. Waxman. You made a call to the First Lady’s office to see 
what you could do? 

Ms. Scott. I think so. 

Mr. Waxman. And the purpose of that call was to have someone 
lead you in the right direction; is that correct? 

Ms. Scott. That’s correct. 

Mr. Waxman. As I recall your testimony, you didn’t recall wheth- 
er you spoke to Ms. Williams at that time, but you talked to some- 
body there. 

Ms. Scott. That’s correct. 

Mr. Waxman. And do you think someone took a message, and 
someone called you back. Is that your recollection of what hap- 
pened? Or did they arrange it right on the spot? 

Ms. Scott. They called me back. 

Mr. Waxman. OK. Is it possible that someone from another office 
in the White House, someone in the President’s office might have 
called you back? 

Ms. Scott. I don’t think so, but I’m not sure. 

Mr. Waxman. In addition to the radio address attended by John- 
ny Chung, you made arrangements for some family members to at- 
tend a radio address; isn’t that right? 

Ms. Scott. That’s correct. 

Mr. Waxman. And at that time, did you call the First Lady’s of- 
fice? 

Ms. Scott. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Waxman. Is it possible that your — OK. You’re not confusing 
this call with the call about Johnny Chung? 

Ms. Scott. I don’t think so. I’m not sure. 

Mr. Waxman. Now, Johnny Chung was at this White House 
radio address. And we saw the videotape that some photos were 
taken of him and his guests. Wouldn’t it have been routine for him 
to get the photos? Who would have been in charge of the photos? 
Would that be the White House or the DNC? 

Ms. Hernreich. It would have been our office. My assistant nor- 
mally is the person responsible for sending the photos out after the 
radio address. 

Mr. Waxman. Ms. Crawford, why was there a hang up about the 
photos? 

Ms. Crawford. I believe we wanted to make sure that we knew 
who these people were and that it was appropriate to send the pho- 
tographs out. 

Mr. Waxman. And eventually someone from the National Secu- 
rity Council had to take a look at this; is that right? That was Mr. 
Suettinger. 

Ms. Crawford. From the e-mails, evidently, that’s the process 
that happened. 

Mr. Waxman. I want to yield to Mr. Fattah for some further 
questions on this. 

Mr. Fattah. Thank you very much. Let me — Ms. Scott, I want 
you to answer the same question that Congressman Waxman asked 
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of someone else. You were also invited to travel with Johnny 
Chung? 

Ms. Scott. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Fattah. And you declined a trip to China? 

Ms. Scott. Yes, I did. It seemed inappropriate. 

Mr. Fattah. OK. So Johnny Chung made a lot of invitations, and 
people declined it. Let me go back to this radio address. I was at 
one of the President’s radio addresses. 

Ms. Hernreich. We do have Members of Congress to attend. 

Mr. Fattah. I appreciated the opportunity to be there. 

Ms. Hernreich. Good. 

Mr. Fattah. And we’ve heard that Mrs. Scott’s godparents were 
also there. 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes. 

Mr. Fattah. So it was pretty regular that people could get in- 
vited or could get themselves invited to be at a radio address of the 
President. 

Ms. Hernreich. We had invited guests every week we do the 
radio address in town. At times, the President is out of town or out 
of the country on a Friday or Saturday, and so, in those cases, we 
would not have an audience. 

Mr. Fattah. Let me ask a question, because a lot of — this is an 
investigation into foreign campaign dollars, getting into the 1996 
elections. And we may seem somewhat far afield focusing on this 
radio address on these six gentlemen since there’s no evidence that 
the committee has that any of these six gentlemen donated any 
money in the Presidential election. So whether they were or 
weren’t at a radio address, whether they did or didn’t receive pic- 
tures is pretty far afield only. The only connection to it is Johnny 
Chung, because these gentlemen, from everything that this com- 
mittee knows, didn’t give a dime to President Clinton’s re-election 
campaign or to the DNC or to anything. All they — they were vis- 
iting. The person who was escorting them, said, look I can get you 
in to get a picture with the President, and he arranged it. 

So in terms of Johnny Chung, which is really, I would assume, 
our real focus, not how somebody got into the radio address, since 
more than 10,000 people had been in radio addresses, is in terms 
of Johnny Chung. He was a friend of the President. He was a sup- 
porter of the President. 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s correct. The President, may I just men- 
tion, has friends that he’s had all of his life, his high school friends 
and college friends. But he considers friends people who are helpful 
to him. He’s very 

Mr. Fattah. I totally understand. Bob Dole ran for President in 
the same election. He had a friend. His name was Fireman. He was 
the chairman or Deputy chairman of his Campaign Finance Com- 
mittee. And he went about trying to help Bob Dole, his friend. And 
he arranged to launder some money through a Hong Kong bank 
back through into the Dole campaign. He pleaded guilty and had 
to pay a $6 million fine and was put essentially under house arrest 
for a few months. 

And in the entire prosecution of the case, it was asserted by the 
U.S. attorney that Bob Dole knew nothing about how his friend 
went about raising this money, that Bob Dole was never impli- 
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cated. There was not even an inference that Boh Dole had any idea. 
All he knew was that his friend was helping him. 

Now, there’s no proof whatsoever that Mr. Chung has done any- 
thing wrong. But do you have any reason to believe that, if he had 
done something wrong, that the President would know about it? 

Ms. Hernreich. I have no reason to believe that. 

Mr. Fattah. If the President had some knowledge that a friend 
of his is doing something wrong vis-a-vis his campaign, wouldn’t 
the President direct him to stop it? 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes, he would. 

Mr. Fattah. So now, unless Mr. Chung was operating as an 
agent of the President or of his campaign, even if he did something 
wrong, don’t you think it’s kind of strange that, since, in none of 
these other cases — let me give you another example. The Speaker 
of the House, there was a foreign arms dealer who gave tens of 
thousands of dollars to Speaker Gingrich’s campaign, but there’s no 
assertion by anyone that Newt Gingrich had any idea that this per- 
son was tunneling money improperly in to the Speaker’s political 
efforts. 

So it is of interest as we sit here today focused on this silliness 
of this radio address in these pictures, which has nothing to do 
whatsoever with the subject matter of this investigation. Johnny 
Chung does. And how he got his money and where the money came 
from, that’s an important issue, but it has nothing to do with this 
radio address unless the chairman or the majority can show some 
connection. 

Now, supporters of the President, and some of them get cuff links 
from the President, some of them get a picture, some of them get 
a smile. But as best we know from Johnny Chung, he never sought 
any policy or preferential treatment in terms of policy decisions at 
all. And in terms of his interaction with the President, do you have 
any information to the contrary in terms of that? 

Ms. Hernreich. No. I have no information to the contrary. 

Mr. Waxman. Would the gentleman yield for a minute? 

Mr. Fattah. I’ll be glad to yield. 

Mr. Waxman. Ms. Hernreich, we saw the videotape. The Presi- 
dent met with all these people, took the picture. After that radio 
address, he said something to you about how they shouldn’t be 
bringing all those people in. What did he say to you? 

Ms. Hernreich. Well, my recollection of what he said was we 
should not — you should not have done that. And that’s all I recall 
that he said to me, and with no explanation. 

Mr. Waxman. In other words, he sort of had some sense that he 
was being used. 

Ms. Hernreich. Well, it’s — I can’t tell you exactly what he 
meant by it, because he just said that. But that — whether he was 
being used or that they were inappropriate people to bring to the 
radio address or inappropriate people for him to meet with. But, 
again, I did no followup questions. He didn’t explain it. That’s my 
recollection. And so I would only have to infer what he meant by 
it. 

Mr. Waxman. Now, after that, somebody at the National Security 
Council was asked to give some advice as to whether these pictures 
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ought to be given to Johnny Chung. Do any of you at the table 
know how the NSC was asked to give some view on this? 

Ms. Hernreich. Well, I think they were asked to do it because 
I sent a note to Nancy Soderberg and asked her whether it was ap- 
propriate to send the photos out. Is that what you’re asking? 

Mr. Waxman. Yes. 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes. I think that’s why they did it. 

Mr. Waxman. So Nancy Soderberg then asked Suettinger? 

Ms. Hernreich. Well, I don’t know. No, I think Nancy 
Soderberg’s assistant probably just took care of it herself and then 
asked Mr. Suettinger about it. That’s what it indicates on this e- 
mail. 

Mr. Waxman. Mr. Suettinger sent an e-mail. You heard some of 
the people on the other side of the aisle; they talk about it as if 
it was an all points NSC advisory bulletin concerning Johnny 
Chung. But as I — as all of you are assuredly aware now, and we’ll 
hear from Bob Suettinger tomorrow, that they responded to this re- 
quest for advice about the release of the photographs, and then 
they sent an e-mail saying this guy looks like a hustler. 

But he also said it didn’t seem like it was going to endanger U.S. 
foreign policy — my words, not his — to give the man a photo with 
the President. I think it’s critical to note that Bob Suettinger’s e- 
mail accurately describes Johnny Chung as a hustler and doesn’t 
even object to the release of the photos. He said it was OK with 
him to release the photos. And I gather the photos were eventually 
released; is that correct? 

Ms. Hernreich. Again, I question whether the photos with the 
groups were ever released. I really don’t think they were. 

Mr. Waxman. Well, Ms. Khare, you sent some note, like, hooray, 
the photos are going to be released. What were you referring to? 

Ms. Khare. Yes. And until I saw this fax, I really don’t remem- 
ber the photos being released. And I see this fax, so some photos 
must have been sent to him. But I really don’t remember whether 
or not — I don’t know one way or the other about these questionable 
photos. 

Mr. Waxman. Johnny Chung evidently was pestering people 
about the photos. Who did he call? Did he call you, Ms. Khare? 

Ms. Khare. I don’t remember whether he called me. I know that 
he called some people at the DNC. And I know that he sent a letter 
to a couple of people at the DNC. So I was aware of the photo hunt. 

Mr. Waxman. Thank you, Mr. Fattah. I yield back to you if you 
have more questions. 

Mr. Fattah. Thank you again. Because I think that — when these 
gentlemen came in and got their picture taken with the President, 
when they were in the radio address, nobody had any envelopes 
with them stuffed with cash or anything like that, right? 

Ms. Hernreich. I don’t recall being in the room, so 

Mr. Fattah. OK. Ms. Crawford, you were in the room, right? 

Ms. Crawford. Yes. I don’t believe anyone — not that I saw, no. 

Mr. Fattah. Let me ask you this question, because there is a lot 
of attention focused on the fact that they were foreign nationals. 
Was it unusual that people who were visiting our country and had 
associations with people who knew the President would want, get 
a chance for these people to meet the President? 
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Ms. Hernreich. No. I don’t think it is unusual for anybody to 
want to bring their friends and associates in to meet the President. 

Mr. Fattah. When the President travels overseas, you see tens 
of thousands of people 

Ms. Hernreich. Absolutely. 

Mr. Fattah [continuing]. Line up just to get a glimpse of him. 

Ms. Hernreich. Absolutely. 

Mr. Fattah. So the President of the United States is a pretty im- 
portant person. That’s why you said, when the chairman asked 
you, well, did you ask him what he meant, you said, you don’t ask 
the President of the United States, you just 

Ms. Hernreich. You just do what he says. 

Mr. Fattah. Right. So the fact that Johnny Chung, who was a 
friend of the President, who was trying to do business in a foreign 
land, wanted to bring some associates through, in and of itself is 
not something that would be beyond someone’s understanding that 
it might be something that he would want to do. 

The President, however, sensed that it might have some inappro- 
priateness and cautioned you about it. So the President, when 
given — because he was not aware of any of this, these other activi- 
ties leading up to these people showing up at the radio address. 
But the minute he sensed something, he felt that perhaps it was 
somewhat inappropriate. 

So what we do know about the President’s actions in this regard 
is that, when he sensed that something was inappropriate, he took 
some action about it, which was to direct you that there should be 
more appropriate concern taken as to people who Mr. Chung might 
want to bring into the White House. 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s correct. Congressman. 

Mr. Fattah. So for those of us who, because there are a few 
members of our committee who want to impeach the President of 
the United States of America — it’s not a widely held view in the 
Congress or among the American public, but just so people can 
have a glimpse of what he said in private to you when this group 
of people were in there and got their picture taken; it was someone 
who, as we would suspect, was attempting to do what was right 
and honorable. 

So I just think that, again, this committee’s attempt to seek out 
foreign money — let me just go down the line here. 

Do any of you have anything that you would want to — that you 
know about in terms of illegal foreign contributions coming into the 
1996 elections? Do you have any information about that? 

Ms. Hernreich. Absolutely not. 

Mr. Fattah. Ms. Crawford. 

Ms. Crawford. No. 

Mr. Fattah. Ms. Khare. 

Ms. Khare. No. 

Mr. Fattah. Ms. Scott. 

Ms. Scott. [Nodding in the negative.] 

Mr. Fattah. And do you have any knowledge that the Demo- 
cratic party or President Clinton sought or solicited donations, ille- 
gal foreign contributions in that campaign? 

Ms. Hernreich. No. 

Ms. Crawford. No. 
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Ms. Khare. No. 

Ms. Scott. No. 

Mr. Fattah. In terms of the subject matter of this hearing, Mr. 
Chung, do you know of him violating any laws in our country? 

Ms. Hernreich. No, I don’t know of him violating any. 

Mr. Fattah. Do you know of him providing any foreign money 
that was illegal in the campaign? 

Ms. Hernreich. I don’t know of anything. 

Mr. Fattah. Do you know of him violating — I mean, he didn’t 
barge into the White House. He requested the opportunity. He was 
checked through. Miss Kelly — Ms. Crawford, was he checked 
through by the Secret Service for admission into the White House? 

Ms. Crawford. Everyone that comes onto the White House 
grounds has to go through the process. 

Mr. Fattah. So even if you said that someone could come and 
they could be in a radio address, for security purposes, the Secret 
Service runs their own check. 

Ms. Crawford. We provide the Secret Service — or whoever 

Mr. Fattah. You give them a name and and you give them infor- 
mation pertaining to that person? 

Ms. Crawford. Yes. 

Mr. Fattah. And then they get back to you and let you know — 
they make a decision, an independent decision based on their re- 
sponsibilities to protect the physical health of the President as to 
whether that person can come in; is that correct? 

Ms. Crawford. That’s my understanding. 

Mr. Waxman. Mr. Fattah, before we run out of time, I do want 
to yield some time to Mrs. Maloney. And then we’ll get further 
chances for questions on the 5-minute rounds. 

Mrs. Maloney. 

Mrs. Maloney. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I would like to ask 
all of you the same question. You can answer yes or no starting at 
this end. I would just like to ask you if you have any reason to be- 
lieve that Johnny Chung was an agent of the Chinese Government, 
yes or no? 

Ms. Scott. No. 

Ms. Khare. No. 

Ms. Crawford. No. 

Ms. Hernreich. No. 

Mrs. Maloney. I would like to ask again, all four of you, do you 
believe that he tried to seek any favors for China? Are you aware 
of any favors that he tried to seek for China? 

Ms. Scott. No. 

Ms. Khare. No. 

Ms. Crawford. No. 

Ms. Hernreich. No. 

Mrs. Maloney. To your knowledge, did Johnny Chung ever try 
to seek any policy changes? Did he ever try to advocate policy, to 
your knowledge, in front of you, in any way? 

Ms. Hernreich. No. 

Ms. Crawford. No. 

Ms. Scott. No. 

Ms. Khare. No. 
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Mrs. Maloney. To your knowledge, were any policy changes ever 
enacted as a result of a Johnny Chung’s visits to the White House 
or for his contributions? Are you aware of any policy changes that 
were enacted? 

Ms. Hernreich. No. 

Ms. Khare. No. 

Ms. Crawford. No. 

Ms. Scott. No. 

Mrs. Maloney. Do you think that it is unusual for Johnny 
Chung to seek to have his picture taken with the President or the 
First Lady? Is that an unusual thing? 

Ms. Hernreich. No, it’s not unusual. 

Mrs. Maloney. And do you believe that Johnny Chung was 
unique in trying to obtain a photograph? 

Ms. Hernreich. No, I don’t think there’s anything unique about 
that. 

Mrs. Maloney. What is it like when people come to the office? 
Do they usually want their photograph taken with the President 
and First Lady? 

Ms. Hernreich. Absolutely. 

Mrs. Maloney. And do you think that it’s unusual for a busi- 
nessman or woman to display a photograph that was taken with 
him or her, with the President or First Lady? Is that unusual? 

Ms. Hernreich. No, it’s not unusual. 

Mrs. Maloney. I would like to really ask the President’s sched- 
uler, Ms. Hernreich, a few questions. 

How many people typically attend the President’s weekly radio 
broadcast? 

Ms. Hernreich. Anywhere between 40 and 100. Approximately 
60 for each radio address. 

Mrs. Maloney. And is everyone who attends someone who gave 
a donation to the Democratic National Committee? 

Ms. Hernreich. Well, No. 1, one certainly doesn’t know about 
those people. It has no correlation to their being at the radio ad- 
dress. So I wouldn’t know that one way or the other. 

Mrs. Maloney. Describe some of the people who have come to 
these radio addresses besides Johnny Chung. 

Ms. Hernreich. You would normally 

Mrs. Maloney. Mr. Fattah said he went. Did Members of Con- 
gress go? 

Ms. Hernreich. Members of Congress. The President’s friends 
from high school or college, when they come to Washington, will 
come to radio addresses. His friends from Arkansas. We have staff 
people and family. 

Mrs. Maloney. What about school children? Do school children 
come? 

Ms. Hernreich. School children often come. If we have a theme 
radio address, we’ll have a group that — for instance, if we had a 
radio address on mammography, we would have breast cancer sur- 
vivors there. We had radio addresses on tobacco, and so we would 
have a group of school children come who had started an initiative 
to keep other kids from ever starting smoking. 

We’ve had absolutely variety. We have 

Mrs. Maloney. So a cross-section of America? 
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Ms. Hernreich. We have Make-A-Wish children come. We have 
the president of the national Rotary Clubs come. We have all kinds 
of people come. 

Mrs. Maloney. Actually, maybe I would like to come one of these 
days. 

Ms. Hernreich. We would love to have you. I hope you will. 

Mrs. Maloney. I would really like to ask a judgment question of 
you. You mentioned earlier that you’re not aware if any of these 
school children or Congress Members or friends from home make 
contributions to the President’s re-election campaign or to the DNC 
or to a Congressperson. 

But in your judgment, do you think it would be right to deny a 
person the access to go and listen to a radio address if they had 
given a contribution? I was always taught that it — to be civic, to 
participate in your Government. But do you think it would be right 
to deny someone access because they have made a contribution? 

Ms. Hernreich. I don’t think it’s right to deny somebody because 
of they’ve made a contribution. 

Mr. Waxman. Will you yield? Have you ever heard of anybody 
being denied access because they gave $50,000 to the Democratic 
National Committee? 

Ms. Hernreich. No, I haven’t. Or the reverse. 

Mrs. Maloney. I would like to ask Carol, the DNC worker, the 
former assistant, I would like to ask you, why were you concerned 
about releasing the photographs of the President with the Chinese 
businessmen that Johnny Chung brought to the radio address? 
Why were you concerned about that? 

Ms. Khare. I was not really concerned about it, because we 
didn’t have the photographs. The White House did. I did hear — I 
did learn that there was some concern at the White House about 
releasing them. And I heard that the National Security Council 
had those concerns. I didn’t — and that was — when I heard that 
they were concerned, that was the first I knew that there was any- 
thing questionable about it. 

Mrs. Maloney. And would you have arranged for Mr. Chung to 
attend the radio broadcast if you had known that he was going to 
bring other businessmen with him? 

Ms. Khare. Well, I knew that he had businessmen with him, be- 
cause he asked when he called. He said. I’m at the First Lady’s of- 
fice, we’ve been in with the First Lady; I have these businessmen 
with me, and we would like to go to the radio broadcast. 

Mrs. Maloney. Well, to your knowledge, is there anything illegal 
or unethical about bringing businessmen to a radio broadcast? 

Ms. Khare. No. 

Mrs. Maloney. To your knowledge, at the same time Mr. Chung 
made donations to the DNC, do you have any reason to believe 
those donations were improper? 

Ms. Khare. No. I have no reason to think that. 

Mrs. Maloney. And was Mr. Chung an American citizen at the 
time that he made these donations? 

Ms. Khare. I believe that he was. 

Mrs. Maloney. He was an American citizen. And is there any 
reason to believe that he was not the source of the contributions. 
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that he — was there any reason to believe that the contributions 
came from any place besides Mr. Chung? 

Ms. Khare. I certainly had no reason to believe that. 

Mrs. Maloney. Did you know that when Mr. Chung came to 
these — to this meeting, that he had been just named California’s 
Entrepreneur of the Year for his business activities? Did you know 
that? 

Ms. Khare. No, I really — that’s the first I’ve heard of that. 

Mrs. Maloney. Didn’t know that. My time is up. And I look for- 
ward to asking some more questions the next round. 

Mr. Burton. The gentlelady’s time has expired. 

Ms. Hernreich, you said, I believe, that one of you indicated that 
anyone coming — I think it was you, Ms. Crawford — anyone coming 
into the White House had to have security clearance, or else they 
couldn’t get in obviously to protect the President against some- 
thing; is that correct? 

Ms. Crawford. The Secret Service handles the security. 

Mr. Burton. That’s for everybody? 

Ms. Craweord. Yes. You have to clear someone into the White 
House if you’re not a White House passholder. 

Mr. Burton. So the people that Johnny Chung brought in did 
have clearance, or else they wouldn’t have been involved in the 
radio broadcast that day? 

Ms. Crawford. I assume so. 

Mr. Burton. Is that right, Ms. Hernreich? 

Ms. Hernreich. I would assume so, too. You send the list with 
information to the Secret Service, and they make a determination 
about who’s allowed onto the White House grounds to see the 
President. 

Mr. Burton. OK. You said you didn’t remember Johnny Chung 
being there and you didn’t know the people who were with him? 

Ms. Hernreich. I have no recollection of that particular radio 
address or being there in the room when he was there. 

Mr. Burton. But the President said to you afterwards, those 
people shouldn’t have been here? 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. That seems kind of strange to me that you don’t re- 
member Johnny Chung being there, and you don’t remember those 
people being there — and you don’t remember those people being 
there, but you remember the President saying, those people 
shouldn’t have been here. 

Ms. Hernreich. Well, I don’t deny that they were there. I cer- 
tainly — you know, because everything indicates that they were 
there. I just don’t have any recollection of the particular radio ad- 
dress and, you know, everything surrounding, being in the room. 
Often I don’t stay in the room. Sometimes I do; sometimes I don’t. 
My office is right outside of the Oval Office. And often I will stay 
out in the outer office during the radio address and let the staff 
handle the radio address. 

Mr. Burton. I know. But you said you didn’t remember Johnny 
Chung being there. 

Ms. Hernreich. No, what I meant to say, Mr. Chairman, is I 
was not in the room and don’t remember, you know, everything 
that went on there. I guess what I’m trying to say is, I certainly — 
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from every indication, Mr. Chung was there. I just don’t rememher, 
I cannot visualize the events that went on that day or remember 
everything that sort of transpired 

Mr. Burton. And you 

Ms. Hernreich [continuing]. In the room that day. 

Mr. Burton. And you don’t remember the people that were there 
either? 

Ms. Hernreich. I don’t have — other than, you know, having 
seen 

Mr. Burton. Well, the reason that troubles me is. I’m thinking 
to myself now, because we have people running in and out all the 
time as well. And sometimes I get a little upset. And I look at my 
secretary and say, why did you bring these people in here — for in- 
stance, when we have a bill up, and people are in there beating on 
us, we don’t want to talk to certain people — and say, why did you 
bring these people in? And usually when I say that, I’m not angry, 
but she gets the message pretty easily and pretty quickly, and it 
makes a very vivid impression on her. 

And I can’t understand you being as close to the President as you 
are and working with him as long as you have and knowing him 
as well as you do, that you wouldn’t remember these people and 
remember this incident, because obviously he says, hey, these peo- 
ple shouldn’t have been in there. 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s what I remember, what the President 
said to me. 

Mr. Burton. But you don’t 

Ms. Hernreich. That makes a very vivid impression upon me. 
But, no, I do not remember — again, everything indicates they were 
there. 

What I’m saying is, there’s no denial that they were there. I just 
cannot tell you anything that transpired in the room. I have no vis- 
ualization of what went on that day. And my recollection, although 
it could have happened in the Oval Office, that the President 
stepped out into the outer office when he said that to me after the 
radio address. It could have occurred in the Oval Office. But that’s 
my recollection. 

But what I do remember, Mr. Chairman, is that he said that to 
me. And as you said, your assistant would remember something 
like that. That’s — that’s the part that I remember. We have had 
15 

Mr. Burton. All right. 

Ms. Hernreich [continuing]. Thousand people probably go 
through there on radio addresses. It’s impossible to remember ev- 
erything — everybody that has gone through there. But I do remem- 
ber that the President said that to me. 

Mr. Burton. I understand. But the pictures weren’t sent? 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s my recollection, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Why? I mean, you don’t remember the people. You 
don’t remember Johnny Chung being there. You do remember the 
President admonishing you that they shouldn’t have been there. 

Ms. Hernreich. Correct. 

Mr. Burton. And then the pictures weren’t sent. Why? Do you 
have any idea why the pictures were not sent, why he didn’t want 
them sent? 
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Ms. Hernreich. I don’t think that’s what the President said to 
me. He did not tell me not to send the photographs. He just said 
to me, we shouldn’t have done that. That’s my recollection, that 
there was nothing — he didn’t say anything to me about photo- 
graphs. And my recollection is that — that we did not send the pho- 
tographs. 

I didn’t necessarily recall that that’s what NSC said, because in 
the memo that we now see from Mr. Suettinger, he said it was OK 
to release the photographs, although I did not have that informa- 
tion at the time. 

But if I made the decision not to send the photos, it was either 
because the NSC said it or because I thought, let’s err on the side 
of caution here. And if there’s any question about that whatsoever, 
let’s not send the photographs out. 

Mr. Burton. Ms. Crawford, you know who Mr. Wiriadinata was, 
the gardener that gave $400,000 to the DNC? 

Ms. Crawford. No. I — that name I can’t recall. 

Mr. Burton. Were you in the room when he was there; do you 
recall? 

Ms. Crawford. I do not know. 

Mr. Burton. You said you were in the room most of the time 
when these people came in after a radio broadcast. 

Ms. Crawford. And did this gentleman attend the radio address; 
is that 

Mr. Burton. He was just there for a picture. OK. Never mind. 

Could we play this tape of Richard Sullivan, please? Could you 
put that on? 

[Videotape played.] 

Mr. Burton. Ms. Scott, I know my time has expired, but I would 
like to ask you, was there any discussion about this with the staff 
and the people at the Democratic National Committee? 

Ms. Scott. On what day? 

Mr. Burton. About the concerns that he expressed there about 
Mr. Chung. 

Ms. Scott. I’m not understanding your question. 

Mr. Burton. You heard what he just said there. 

Ms. Scott. Right. 

Mr. Burton. Was there any discussion about Johnny Chung, 
about what — about this particular issue, about whether or not peo- 
ple over there were concerned about getting contributions from him 
because of — because of his background and because of his hustler 
image? 

Ms. Scott. No. 

Mr. Burton. There was no discussion whatsoever? 

Ms. Scott. No. 

Mr. Burton. So the only person was Mr. Sullivan that had that 
concern? 

Ms. Scott. I can’t speak on behalf of Mr. Sullivan. 

Mr. Burton. I see. 

Who seeks time on your side? 

Mr. Waxman. I’ll reserve my time 

Mr. Fattah. I’ll seek time. 

Mr. Waxman [continuing]. And pass at that point. 

Mr. Fattah. I’ll seek time. 
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Mr. Burton. Mr. Cummings. 

Mr. Fattah. No, Fattah. 

Mr. Burton. Oh, that’s right. You were in the 30 minutes. Mr. 
Fattah. 

Mr. Fattah. Yes. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Let me just walk back through this, Ms. Hernreich. You’re in 
charge of a major operation that has to do with access to the Presi- 
dent, him getting his work done 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s correct. 

Mr. Fattah [continuing]. On behalf of the country. And you have 
a number of employees who work for you? 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s right. 

Mr. Fattah. So when the President is doing something that’s on 
his schedule, more likely than not, you’re thinking about the next 
thing and the next thing and the next thing that’s on the schedule. 

Ms. Hernreich. Usually I have other work to do. 

Mr. Fattah. OK. So radio addresses are regular events that take 
place? 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s correct. 

Mr. Fattah. And I hate to shatter the public image of this, but 
these are not extemporaneous comments by the President into a 
radio microphone, right? 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s correct. 

Mr. Fattah. These remarks are prepared well in advance. 
There’s a sense of what is going to happen. So, for you, there’s not 
a lot of drama in a radio address. 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s correct. 

Mr. Fattah. So the fact that you say, well, the President was 
having a radio address, and I was doing my other work, in the con- 
text of the world that you live in, it makes a lot of sense, right? 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes. I mean, again, that’s as I recall it. You 
know, I could have been in the room; I just don’t remember it. And 
I want to make that clear: There are times that I go into radio ad- 
dresses, and there are times that I stay outside and do other work. 

Mr. Fattah. I just want to get a sense of this. You know the 
President was over on Capitol Hill the other day, and my staff was 
up looking out the windows and stuff. You see the President all the 
time, right? 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s right. 

Mr. Fattah. So you’re not going to be up because they say the 
President is walking by, you’re not going to be jumping up to see 
the President of the United States. I mean, you’re on the inside? 

Ms. Hernreich. Yeah, you’re correct about that statement. 

Mr. Fattah. So the point that the chairman was making about 
your recollection about the radio event, there’s no disagreement 
that these gentlemen came in with Johnny Chung into the radio 
address. 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s correct. 

Mr. Waxman. There are pictures of it, in fact? 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s correct. 

Mr. Fattah. There’s videotape of it? 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s correct. 

Mr. Fattah. And they were put on a list by Ms. Crawford, who 
works under you; is that correct? 
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Ms. Hernreich. That’s correct. 

Mr. Fattah. And that list was eventually run hy you before the 
radio address took place? 

Ms. Hernreich. Well, I assume so. I am not absolutely certain 
of that, but I assume so. 

Mr. Fattah. But it would normally have been? 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s correct. 

Mr. Fattah. OK. So there’s no mystery surrounding this event 
whatsoever? 

Ms. Hernreich. That’s right. 

Mr. Fattah. Now, there’s a mystery — at least on my part, not on 
your part — as to why the committee is so focused on this matter. 
Because again there’s no information whatsoever that these peo- 
ple’s appearance at the radio address in any way, shape, or form 
has anything to do with foreign contributions, illegal contributions 
into the 1996 elections. 

Now, there was testimony under oath by Haley Barbour in the 
Senate that he traveled to Hong Kong — he was on a yacht there; 
he requested $2 million — that he got those dollars. He put it into 
the national policy forum which he was the chairman of while he 
was the chairman of the RNC. In fact, when the policy forum was 
created, the paperwork chart showed that as a subsidiary of the 
RNC. And they spelled out in the paperwork that they were cre- 
ating this 501(c)(3) so that they could take foreign money. 

So then he set up an entity to take foreign money. He went to 
a foreign land, received a couple million dollars in foreign dollars. 
That went into the election of Republicans to the U.S. Congress. In 
fact, it was requested specifically to go into some 60 targeted races. 

And then the gentleman who helped facilitate this money asked 
him not for a letter like the letter that Don Fowler wrote for John- 
ny Chung; he asked him to travel to China with him. The chair- 
man of the Republican National Committee got up, took his United 
States passport and went off to China. 

So if we’re looking for foreign money in an election, there’s some 
reason to believe that if we could stop majoring the minors, we 
might be able to actually get some people in front of us who could 
talk to us about foreign money coming into an election. Because 
there is evidence, at least on the record in the Senate, under oath, 
that these are the facts. 

And we could ask the people involved in this as to why it was 
that they sought to have foreign money influence the outcome of 
the elections — Federal elections in the — and so, Mr. Chairman, I 
would just hope as we go forward that since these people have 
given us all the information, I think, that they have at their dis- 
posal, that we would find some time on the committee’s schedule 
when we could bring in those who have been involved in these ac- 
tivities, because I know, since we have been so enthusiastic in our 
search for illegality, that this committee would not want to miss 
the opportunity to scrutinize these opportunities. 

I will yield back. 

Mr. Waxman. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Fattah. I will yield to Congressman Waxman. 

Mr. Waxman. And if we really want to look at the influence of 
foreign money, we ought to look at the money that’s gone to Mem- 
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bers of Congress. Because one of the things that we learned, just 
from reading the press reports about what was made, the to-do 
that was made about the Chinese Government maybe doing some- 
thing, they were looking at Congress. They were trying to influence 
the Congress of the United States. And we’ve got a lot of other re- 
ports of Members of Congress that have been influenced with for- 
eign money or by supporters of foreign policy issues. 

If we want to look at that question, let’s look at it across the 
board, not just at the President, not just at the Democrats, but 
some of the Republicans as well. 

I thank you for yielding to me. 

Mr. Fattah. I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman yields back the balance of his time. 

We intend to have hearings on the question of foreign money. We 
will do that at some point in the future. 

Mr. Horn. 

Mr. Horn. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I’m going to be 
using exhibits 196, 198, and 240. And my question is addressed to 
Ms. Crawford who, I believe at the time we’re discussing, which is 
April 7, 1995, you were Deputy — or you were former Staff Assistant 
to Nancy Hernreich at the White House; is that not correct? 

[Note. — Exhibits 196 and 198 may be found on pp. 715 and 717.] 

[Exhibit 240 follows:] 
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Ms. Crawford. That’s correct. 

Mr. Horn. What I’m curious — if you remember, looking at ex- 
hibit 196, did you happen to call up Melanie Darby on the NSC 
staff to give her information on the delegation from China that was 
coming? 

Ms. Crawford. I don’t recall specifically calling Ms. Darby about 
this. But she would have been the appropriate person. She worked 
in the National Security Council for Nancy Soderberg who this list 
had gone to on the 13th. And she was — would have been sort of my 
counterpart. So it would not have been unusual for me to contact 
her and followup on these. 

Mr. Horn. Well, what I’m looking at here is April 7, 1995, 10:12 
a.m., Melanie Darby sends this e-mail, electronic mail, to Robert L. 
Suettinger. Now, here’s what it says: 

An odd situation in which I need some guidance for the President’s office as soon 
as possible. 

A couple of weeks ago, late Friday night, the head of the Democratic National 
Committee asked the President’s office to include several people in the President’s 
Saturday radio address. They did so and not knowing anything about them except 
that they were Democratic National Committee contributors. 

It turns out they are various Chinese gurus, and the President of the United 
States wasn’t sure we would want photos of him with these people circulating 
around. Johnny Chung, one of the people on the list, is coming in to see Nancy 
Hernreich tomorrow, and Nancy needs to know urgently whether or not she can give 
him the pictures. Could you please review the list as soon as possible and give me 
your advice on whether we want these photos floating around. For your information, 
these people are major Democratic National Committee contributors. And if we can 
give them the photos, the President’s office would like to do so. 

Now, the major Democratic National Committee contributors are 
the chairman, China Council for the Promotion of International 
Trade; chairman, China Commerce of International Commerce; the 
president, China Petrochemical Corp.; the vice president, China 
International Trust and Investment Corp.; the vice chairman and 
president of Shanghai A.J. Share Holding Corp.; then James J. Sun 
is the young entrepreneur in this Chinese city, self-made multi- 
millionaire; and then the chief of the American Oceanic Affairs Di- 
vision Liaison Department and so forth; and Johnny Chung, chair- 
man and CEO of his own firm. 

Now, I take it most of the people on this list are aliens, are not 
U.S. citizens. And yet, they’re noted here as major Democratic Na- 
tional Committee contributors. And that, he is taking, I assume 
here, or rather Ms. Melanie Darby is taking this as background 
that probably someone from the President’s office, either you or 
Mrs. Nancy Hernreich are the ones. And I assume perhaps Mr. 
Sullivan gave it to you. Or whoever it is that gave the information 
from the Democratic National Committee. Am I wrong on these as- 
sumptions? It seems to me that here we have evidence that aliens 
are contributing to the Democratic National Committee, foreigners, 
not citizens of the United States. 

Ms. Crawford. I don’t recall a specific conversation with Brooke 
Darby and what I may have or may not have told her. 

Mr. Horn. Well, you work for Nancy Hernreich. Did you, Ms. 
Hernreich, call Melanie Darby and give her the background and 
ask for some advice and information? 

Ms. Hernreich. I have no recollection of calling Brooke Darby — 
she’s called Brooke by the way — about this. But I think in the 
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other, and I can’t remember what number it was, what it appears 
that I did was, shortly after the radio address, wrote a note on the 
list of the people who attended that radio address to Nancy 
Soderberg who is, who Melanie B. Darby works for. And that seems 
to have been, and that one indicates on there that the someone 
from the DNC asked us to let them into the radio address. 

She may have meant — decided from that note, to then phrase 
this — this e-mail in this way. I don’t know. I don’t recall ever hav- 
ing a conversation with her about this. And, in fact, I probably 
would not have had a conversation with her. What I did was send 
the note, and you all can read what I put on the note. And it 
doesn’t say that I thought that these people were DNC contribu- 
tors. 

Mr. Horn. Earlier, the chairman asked certain questions about 
how one is cleared into the White House. 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes. 

Mr. Horn. I gather, when you have somebody that you’ve ar- 
ranged or somebody wishes you to arrange a meeting with the 
President, just if it’s sitting in the radio show, having pictures, 
photos, whatever, that you make a call to the Secret Service, I as- 
sume, give him the list of people. And do they have to do more than 
that? Do they need, if they are American citizens, the Social Secu- 
rity number? Or what? How do you do it with foreign nationals? 

Ms. Hernreich. We have a new procedure that we have put into 
place now. 

Mr. Horn. Since this time? 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes, since this time. 

Mr. Horn. What was it then? 

Ms. Hernreich. I don’t know what it was then. I think what we 
did then, which was probably give, if they weren’t American citi- 
zens, give passport numbers and names. We would send those to 
the Secret Service. And then they make a determination if they, if 
the person can come into the White House. 

Mr. Horn. I would like to ask the chairman and the general 
counsel for us, chief counsel, do we have those records from the Se- 
cret Service as to who came in and how they were admitted? 

Mr. Bennett. We do not have all those records. Congressman. 
We’re in the process of talking to Mr. Ruffs office about many 
records at the White House. And Mr. Ruff is seeking to be coopera- 
tive, but we do not have all those records, no. 

Mr. Burton. But we will check into it. 

Mr. Horn. All right. This electronic mail, as I said, was April 7, 
1995, 10:12 a.m. to Robert L. Suettinger. Now, here’s his reply, 
since it was urgent that they wanted information, 1 hour 12 min- 
utes later, sent at 11:24 a.m., April 7, 1995. 

And he says the following to Melanie Darby: “The joys of bal- 
ancing foreign policy considerations against domestic politics. I 
don’t see any lasting damage to U.S. foreign policy from giving 
Johnny Chung the pictures. And to the degree it motivates him to 
continue contributing to the Democratic National Committee, who 
am I to complain? Neither do I see any unalloyed benefit either. 
But as far as the other Chinese on the list are concerned, they all 
seem to be bona fide, present or former, Chinese officials with the 
possible exception of James Y. Sun, ‘young entrepreneur and self- 
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made millionaire’” with quotes around it. “Got some doubts there. 
Notwithstanding that, these guys will all hang the pictures on the 
wall and feel grateful for a memory. 

“But a caution, a warning of futures deja vu. Having recently 
counseled a young intern from the First Lady’s office who had been 
offered a, quote, ‘dream job,’ unquote, by Johnny Chung, I think he 
should be treated with a pinch of suspicion. My impression is that 
he’s a hustler and appears to be involved in setting up some kind 
of consulting operation who will thrive by bringing Chinese entre- 
preneurs into town for exposure to high level U.S. officials. 

“My concern is that he will continue to make efforts to bring his 
friends, in quotes, into contact with the President of the United 
States and the First Lady of the United States to show one and all 
he’s a big shot, thereby enhancing his business. 

“I would venture a guess that not all of his business ventures or 
those of his clients would be the ones the President would support. 
I also predict that he will become a royal pain because he will ex- 
pect to get similar treatment for future visits. He will be persistent. 
Signed Bob.” And this Bob, I don’t know, is not related to CIA Bob 
we hear about. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. Horn. But this is Bob Suettinger otherwise known as Robert 
Suettinger. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. Cummings. 

Mr. Cummings. Mr. Chairman, I was very pleased to hear you 
saying that we are going to be looking beyond where we’ve looked, 
because certainly, as Mr. Fattah and Mr. Waxman have said, we 
definitely need to look at the Congress of the United States of 
America. And we also need to look at both parties and I’m glad to 
hear that. And certainly we will hold you to that. 

I just want to cite something that I find very interesting, as we 
go down this road of leading to nowhere. By the way, the New York 
Times on January 27th has a very interesting article, 1997. It says 
$250,000 buys donors best access to Congress. 

It says, for elite donors who contributed at least $250,000, the 
Republican party offered a new enticement in it’s gilded invitations 
to the party’s convention in San Diego last summer. Beyond the 
smorgasbord of perks like access to the party’s private sky box and 
a photo session with Republican nominees, the party promised spe- 
cial benefit, staff members to help with the problems in Wash- 
ington. 

In fund-raising circles, these $250,000 donors, and I emphasize 
$250,000 donors, became known as season ticket holders. At least 
75 corporations and individuals gave $250,000 or more to the Re- 
publican party last year setting a new standard for political giving 
that by far surpasses previous election years when top donors gen- 
erally gave $100,000 to join the Team 100 Club. 

According to solicitation letters, invitations and interviews with 
dozens of Republican fund-raisers, the Republicans have focused on 
large corporations and individuals with interests pending on Cap- 
itol Hill. Quote, “there is no question, if you give a lot of money, 
you will get a lot of access, said a senior executive whose corpora- 
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tion gave $500,000 to the Republicans. All you have to do is send 
in the check.” 

The $250,000 season ticket was pitched as an entre to the party’s 
inner circle and the best access to Congress. And that’s quote. He 
said, adding, it is literally touted as being in the inner sanctum 
and the creme de la creme. 

Most fund-raisers and donors spoke on the condition of anonym- 
ity. And he went on to say, I think it is fair to say that everyone 
in our organization from the CEO down finds this atmosphere to 
be corrosive and unproductive, said an executive whose corporation 
donated more than $300,000. Quote, you play because your com- 
petitors play. At least from our perspective, we would much rather 
take a number at the door of a Congress person’s office, sit down 
like any other citizen, and when our number is called, go in, state 
our case, and then leave. I thought that this is what the Constitu- 
tion says how it should be, end of quote. 

That article and those quotes call out for us, Mr. Chairman, to 
look at this entire process. And I’m just curious, to these ladies 
that are sitting in front of you, do all of you have lawyers? 

Ms. Hernreich. Do all of — I’m sorry, what did you say? 

Mr. Cummings. Do all of you have lawyers representing you? 

Ms. Khare. Yes. 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. And it’s interesting, Mr. Chairman, when I heard 
the figures that were paid by Maggie Williams to defend herself in 
coming from Paris, and I’m sure these ladies, had to find money, 
and take time to do this. The question then becomes what is our 
aim? Where are we going? 

As I’ve said many times before, I think the American people basi- 
cally want to see their tax dollars spent in a cost-efficient and effec- 
tive manner. That’s all they want. And we seem like we’re on our 
road down this Alice in Wonderland situation where we’re trying 
to present something. But it reminds me of a few years ago when 
I was a child when HUD had a commercial, and the commercial 
was about home buying and basically telling the people to be care- 
ful when they go out to buy a house. So they had this big wonder- 
ful front. I’ll never forget it. I was 6 or 7 years old. Big, big front. 
And the person goes and opens the door, and there’s nothing be- 
hind it. 

And so this whole episode reminds me of that. And I think that 
it’s important that the American people understand where we’re 
going. The Senate did their hearings. Senator Fred Thompson, in 
all due respect, came out with all of these allegations from the very 
beginning. And when the door was opened, even he had to admit 
that there was nothing behind it. 

And here we are again spending taxpayers’ money, taxpayers 
that are looking at this right now trying to figure out how they’re 
going to get their kids through college, trying to figure out how 
they’re going to have food on the table, trying to figure out how 
they’re going to pay the taxes that are going to come due very 
shortly, but at the same time, they watch their Government bring 
in these wonderful ladies with their lawyers sitting right behind 
them and watch their Congress people that are paid $130 some 
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thousand a year, sit here and go down this Alice-in-Wonderland sit- 
uation. 

They, too, are sitting wondering when the doors open and there 
is nothing behind it, nothing, they ask themselves a question, and 
they must become quite cynical as to where — what we are doing. 

And so I would hope, Mr. Chairman, that we would move on to 
the things that are very important; that we look at Congress. I 
think that should be very, very interesting. And perhaps, when we 
open the door, we will see something behind it, because maybe 
there is. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman yields back the balance of his time. 

Mr. Cummings. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Mica. 

Mr. Mica. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. We are getting toward the 
end, ladies, and I appreciate your patience, and I think you know 
why we’re here. We’re here because the very top assistant to the 
First Lady, close to the President, accepted a check. She admits she 
accepted a check on Government property for $50,000. 

The committee doesn’t know the source of that money, but we 
know that substantial foreign money was sent to the account of Mr. 
Chung. We know that on March 9th he passed that check to Ms. 
Williams, who came before you, for $50,000. We know that on 
March — that is March 9th — on March lOth that one or two of you 
were calling to get him and his Chinese delegation in to a meeting 
then with the President. On the 9th, I guess — or the 10th he had 
his picture taken with the First Lady and used the White House 
Mess at the direction of the First Lady’s office. And on the 11th he 
did appear with the President, and the President you have testi- 
fied, is upset about it. 

We are a little bit concerned that we don’t know where that 
money came from. We’re a little bit concerned that, Ms. Scott, you 
told the committee that you think that you spoke to Ms. Williams 
about the request to get these folks in. 

Did you speak to Ms. Williams or someone in the First Lady’s of- 
fice; is that correct? 

Ms. Scott. I said that I think that I spoke to someone in the 
First Lady’s office. I did not specifically say Ms. Williams. 

Mr. Mica. Well, again, we’re trying to sort out where these direc- 
tives came from, where this money came from, and we hope to get 
to the bottom of it by talking to Mr. Chung and see how, in a mat- 
ter of a couple of days here, by giving $50,000 he not only spent 
time with the First Lady, but also ended up with the President of 
the United States, with four foreign nationals at a radio address. 

Some of it seems very coincidental. And then if we look at other 
transactions that are made here, $125,000 April 8th, and other con- 
tacts that were made; and we also have, if you go back to March 
13th, I think this — are you left-handed 

Ms. Hernreich. No. 

Mr. Mica. Who is left? 

Ms. Crawford. Well, I’m left-handed. 

Mr. Mica. You are left-handed? 

Ms. Hernreich. That is my handwriting. 

Mr. Mica. Is that your handwriting? 

Ms. Hernreich. It is my handwriting and I’m right-handed. 
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Ms. Hernreich. There is a left-hand check here. 

Ms. Crawford. That may have heen mine. 

Mr. Mica. Well, someone knew, and it is marked here 3/13. So 
we have the 9th the money is given, the 10th we see action re- 
questing this, and on the 13th already the photos. And no one re- 
members the photos, even though we have testimony or deposition 
by Ms. Ratliffe, who says she picked them up from Ms. Crawford. 
And we have questions raised about who these dudes are and what 
they are doing. 

So it does raise some questions about a trail of foreign money, 
about national security, about access to the President, about receiv- 
ing money on Federal property. And we are just trying to get to 
the bottom of what, in fact, has gone on here, and we will continue 
to pursue it. 

It does cost money. In some countries they don’t spend the 
money. It’s all swept under the table. No one knows what took 
place. But the American people have a right to know and we have 
an obligation to find that information out from our witnesses. 

I want to thank the chairman 

Mr. Burton. Would the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Mica [continuing]. For holding the meeting and yield back 
my 

Mr. Burton. Would the gentleman yield before he yields back 
his time? 

Mr. Mica. Yes. Yes. 

Mr. Burton. I’d like for exhibit 191 to be put up on the screen. 
Can you bring that in a little bit closer? 

Ms. Scott, you indicated a while ago that there was not a lot of 
discussion over at the Democrat National Committee about Johnny 
Chung. If you read this it says, Ceandra Scott called. She was con- 
cerned about Johnny Chung. She stated that we should have called 
them prior to their coming to the radio address. Apparently they 
were in Maggie’s office when the request came and Maggie said she 
didn’t know, but to contact the DNC. 

It seems strange to me that there was not any discussion over 
there, like you said. You said there wasn’t much concern about Mr. 
Chung, and yet you called Maggie’s office and said that that should 
have been cleared prior to them coming over there. Why were you 
concerned and why does this memo say that? 

[Exhibit 191 follows:] 
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Ms. Scott. The memo is addressed to Betty Currie, who is in the 
Oval Office. 

Mr. Burton. Yes. 

Ms. Scott. What happened was after the radio address, I made 
a call in to Ms. Currie, who was not there, and spoke to someone 
else. I’m not sure who that person was, and they raised concern 
about Mr. Chung being at the radio address with those guests. 

Mr. Burton. So there was some concern at the DNC among the 
staff about Johnny Chung. 

Ms. Scott. I didn’t say the DNC, I said I called over to the White 
House. 

Mr. Burton. I know, but you were at the DNC. 

Ms. Scott. Correct. 

Mr. Burton. That’s what I’m saying. There was concern about 
him over there. 

Ms. Scott. I’m unclear as to what your real question is, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. You made this call. 

Ms. Scott. I didn’t make the call regarding Johnny Chung. I just 
made an unspecific unrelated call to Ms. Currie. Someone an- 
swered the phone. It was a female. I’m not sure who she was, but 
stated that there was some concern about the guests of Mr. Chung 
at the radio address. 

Mr. Burton. If you read the note there, it says Ceandra Scott 
called. She was concerned about Johnny Chung. 

And when we asked the question a while ago, you indicated there 
was no discussion or concern about Johnny Chung over at the 
DNC. 

Mr. Best. Well, Mr. Chairman, the real question for the witness 
is does this refresh her recollection of such a conversation, because 
this is not her memorandum. 

Mr. Burton. I understand it is not her memorandum, but Ms. 
Currie indicated that this was a concern that Ms. Scott had when 
she called over there. That’s why I’m asking the question. Does this 
stimulate any recollection on your part? 

Ms. Scott. Yes, it does. 

Mr. Burton. It does. So there was concern at the DNC about 
Johnny Chung? 

Ms. Scott. I can’t say the DNC. I said what happened was I 
called over to Betty Currie after the radio address. She was not in. 
Someone answered the phone and said there was concern about 
Mr. Chung and his guests at the radio address. 

I then put in a second call to Betty Currie to try to get her once 
I found out, which I never made any contact with Ms. Currie. So 
that’s what this is about. 

Mr. Burton. So then the word “she” does not refer to you; is that 
what you are saying? 

Ms. Scott. I didn’t write it, so I’m unclear as to what the “she” 

is. 

Mr. Burton. OK, thank you. Do we have any more — Mr. Barr. 

Mr. Barr. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Could we have exhibit 201 
up? Ms. Khare, do you know the date of that? There is no date on 

it. It’s a fax from you to Johnny Chung about the photos. 

[Note. — Exhibit 201 may be found on p. 55.] 
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Ms. Khare. Apparently it was faxed on April 11, 1995, from the 
fax line at the top, but 

Mr. Barr. That would be consistent with an earlier phone mes- 
sage, I think, that we have seen. 

Ms. Khare. I don’t know about a phone message. 

Mr. Barr. Could we have exhibit 195? Now, that’s dated 3/11. A 
date of 4/7. 

[Exhibit 195 follows:] 
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Ms. Khare. This phone message — I didn’t write this phone mes- 
sage and it’s not to me. I don’t know what that is. 

Mr. Barr. I wasn’t saying that you did. I’m just trying to come 
up with a time line. 

Could we have exhibit 215, please? This document says, as of 11/ 
22/95, per Bob McNeely, he will not honor request from Johnny 
Chung, CEO of AISI. He has been improperly using photo of 
businesspeople and the President. 

Do any of you have any knowledge of that? 

[Note. — Exhibit 215 may be found on p. 721.] 

Ms. Khare. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Barr. That would seem to indicate that the photos did go 
out, though; would it not? 

Ms. Hernreich. Yeah, again, all I can say is my recollection of 
this is that he asked for photos and that we did not send the ones 
of the group with him. If he obtained them through some other of- 
fice or some other way, I don’t know. 

You know, I think what’s possible, that could have happened, is 
that the photo of him and his brother could have been released but 
of the large group wasn’t. I don’t know for sure. And my memory 
can be incorrect on this, but my memory is that we did not send 
the photos out. 

But there are other ways for them to get the photos. Anybody 
can order photos, but that was my recollection. And it could have 
been another, not the photos of the group, it could have been just 
of him and his brother. 

Mr. Barr. On exhibit 198, down at the bottom, it talks again 
about the photos, way down at the bottom there. And the last sen- 
tence there, the parenthetical, the President’s office would like to 
do so, talking about giving them the photos. 

Who does that refer to? Who would be representing the Presi- 
dent’s office in that context? 

[Note. — Exhibit 198 may be found on p. 717.] 

Ms. Crawford. I mean, I dealt with photographs in the Presi- 
dent’s office, but I don’t recall a specific conversation with Brooke, 
or I don’t know why I would have any stake in whether or not Mr. 
Chung got his photographs or not. 

Mr. Barr. Well, one would presume that Darby Brooke would 
not just make that up. I mean, that wouldn’t be a fair presumption, 
would it; that she just made up 

Ms. Crawford. I assume that she did not make that up. 

Mr. Barr. Right, I would presume that, too. But none of you all, 
in searching your memory and your vast knowledge of how things 
work at the White House can think of anywhere that would have 
come from, that the President’s office would like the photos to come 
out? 

Ms. Crawford. The only thing that I can come up with is that 
Mr. Chung was persistent about wanting the photographs, but I 
don’t think 

Mr. Barr. Yes, but he doesn’t speak for the President’s office, 
does he; Mr. Chung? 

Ms. Crawford. No. 

Mr. Barr. I wouldn’t think so. Somebody must have been speak- 
ing for the President’s office to cause Darby Brooke to make a very 
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specific reference to the President’s office wanting the photos to go 
out. Would that he a fair assumption? 

Ms. Crawford. I don’t know what Ms. Darby, you know, why 
she would have written this. I can’t speculate. 

Mr. Barr. Well, you could. If you are not speculating, that’s dif- 
ferent from saying you can’t speculate. I mean all I’m trying to 
do 

Ms. Crawford. Would you like me to speculate? 

Mr. Barr. There seems to be some confusion here, and nobody 
wants to own up to anybody wanting the photos to go out. There 
seems to be a clear indication here that somebody over at the 
White House did, and I’m just curious as to who at the White 
House did want the photos to go out or whether Darby Brooke just 
sort of made that up. 

Ms. Hernreich. Congressman, I think that the chairman, or 
someone has indicated that you will have these people tomorrow 
and maybe they can answer the questions and their memories 
might be better than ours on it, and certainly accept if they say 
they got it from us. 

Mr. Barr. That would be nice. 

Ms. Hernreich. Yeah, it would be. I would like to know myself, 
really. 

Mr. Barr. Thank you. 

Mr. Burton. Does the gentleman yield back the balance of his 
time? 

Mr. Barr. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman yields back the balance of his time. 

Mr. Barrett, we are only going to have two more people question, 
in all probability, if the gentleman has any more questions this 
evening. 

OK. Mr. Cox. 

Mr. Cox. I thank the chairman. Ms. Hernreich. 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes. 

Mr. Cox. As the person responsible for Oval Office operations, 
you have some familiarity with what goes in and out of the Presi- 
dent’s office. Isn’t that essentially the job? 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes. 

Mr. Cox. And that includes correspondence? 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes. 

Mr. Cox. Now, as I understand it, some of the correspondence 
that the President receives is separately answered because it’s not 
of a business nature but of a personal nature; is that the way it 
works? 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes. 

Mr. Cox. And the category of whether correspondence is personal 
or not is dependent on what? 

Ms. Hernreich. Well, we have — at the beginning of the adminis- 
tration we sent out a letter to a group of friends and it gave them 
a private zip code. So, originally, all of the personal correspond- 
ence, where people who were writing in to that particular zip 
code — so that is how it started. 

And then, as we were able to determine, as other people would 
write, the correspondence, the general correspondence department 
would then decide, pick those letters out and say, well, this sounds 
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very personal, send it over to the personal correspondence depart- 
ment. We would make a determination, yes, this is somebody the 
President knows personally and, yes, we should answer this. This 
is of a personal nature. So that is generally how that happens. 

Mr. Cox. And does the President see personal correspondence as 
it goes out? 

Ms. Hernreich. Not every single piece of it, but generally, yes. 

Mr. Cox. Because these are people that he personally wishes to 
keep up with? 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes. It’s people that he will see often, and 
would — not often, but would see periodically, and it would be peo- 
ple that he would want to keep up with as well, but 

Mr. Cox. Now, it’s my understanding that in response to a ques- 
tion from the ranking member you have indicated that Johnny 
Chung, not for correspondence purposes, but just in the plain 
English sense, was a personal friend of the President’s. 

Ms. Hernreich. What I said, I would correct it a little bit, I 
think the President considers a lot of people his friends, and he 
considers his supporters his friends. This is a man who loves peo- 
ple and he has literally, in my mind, millions of friends. And he 
honestly considers a very wide group of people his friends. So he 
considers Johnny Chung 

Mr. Cox. All right. Now, the videotape that we saw of 

Ms. Heinrich. Pardon me. 

Mr. Cox. The videotape we watched earlier of the Oval Office 
meeting with the Chinese guests that Johnny Chung brought in 
with him, the President sort of bear hugged Johnny Chung and 
was very happy to see him and greeted him by name and so on. 
And it is not in the sense that the President has millions of friends, 
but in the sense that he actually knew Johnny Chung that he is 
a personal friend; is that right? 

Ms. Heinrich. I assume so, yes. By the appearance of that video- 
tape. 

Mr. Cox. Was Johnny Chung part of the group of correspondents 
who was treated as a personal correspondent? 

Ms. Hernreich. That was really initially a very small group. 
And Kelly and I put that list together in transition from a — and we 
had very little time to do it. So we used a very limited list to begin 
with. And there were people, just high school and college friends 
and that sort of thing. Because those were really the only ones that 
we had to deal with at the time. And we were in quite a hurry to 
let people know that they could, those people could contact the 
President. 

Mr. Cox. And is Johnny Chung in that group? 

Ms. Hernreich. He was not in that group of high school and col- 
lege friends and Rhodes Scholar friends and that group that re- 
ceived that zip code. There were only a very small number who re- 
ceived the zip code. 

Again, we had a limited number of time to go through the list. 
We had limited lists at our disposal to go through, and we were in 
a hurry to get that information out, so 

Mr. Cox. The President himself occasionally gave people this zip 
code; right? 

Ms. Hernreich. I think he did, yes. 
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Mr. Cox. So it wasn’t just college friends and so on that had the 
zip code? 

Ms. Hernreich. Eventually, as I — it expanded. And again we re- 
ceived and would answer letters that came from correspondents 
that people, they were able to determine that would fall into that 
category as well. 

Mr. Cox. So you had to be an even better friend than Johnny 
Chung to get a zip code; is that it? 

Ms. Hernreich. I’m not sure that, again, that I ever had a list. 
The only reason that Johnny Chung didn’t fall — the only list I 
think I really had at my disposal at that time were high school, col- 
lege, Rhodes Scholar and some Arkansans. So I didn’t have a wide 
variety of lists of everybody in the United States who was ever his 
friend to send to him to say mark the people you want me to send 
the zip code to. 

Mr. Cox. It was a discrete and limited list. 

Ms. Hernreich. Yes. It was primarily people, and that was it. 
I just didn’t have those lists to send to him with every name of 
every person he had ever met. 

Mr. Cox. Did James Riady get a zip code? 

Ms. Hernreich. I don’t know if James Riady got the zip code. 
I doubt it, initially, because he would not have been on an Arkan- 
sas list and he would not have been on any of those categories. But 
I can’t say for sure. 

Mr. Cox. In your deposition you said you thought he did. 

Ms. Hernreich. Yeah, I don’t know. Again, I just said — now I 
would say I doubt it, for that reason. I can go back and check and 
clarify it, but I can’t do it in this very — at this time. 

Mr. Cox. OK. It would be informative to know whether in that 
inner circle of people if we included James Riady. 

I yield back. 

Mr. Burton. Would you be willing to answer some questions 
that we would write to you and send to you? 

Ms. Hernreich. Regarding this? 

Mr. Burton. Regarding this. 

Ms. Hernreich. Yeah, I would be. 

Mr. Burton. We will send you some questions we would like to 
ask. 

Do we have further 

Mr. Waxman. Just a quick question. If we asked you to take all 
the people the President has seen over the course of the year and 
rank them in the order how close a friend they were, do you think 
you would be able to do that for us? 

Ms. Hernreich. All of them that he sees in a year? No, I can’t. 
Not like that. 

Mr. Waxman. Obviously, I’m being facetious, because I just can’t 
understand how at 5:20 in the afternoon this committee hearing, 
which has done nothing but turn over the same information that 
has already been made available, we are already down to a level 
of how close a friend Johnny Chung was. 

Mr. Burton. Henry. 

Mr. Waxman. Mr. Chairman, I haven’t had my 5 minutes, and 
I won’t take it if you don’t interrupt me. 

Mr. Burton. This is your first 5 minutes? 
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Mr. Waxman. My first 5 minutes. 

Mr. Burton. Well, give him the 5 minutes. 

Mr. Fattah. Will the gentleman yield for a second? 

Mr. Waxman. Certainly. 

Mr. Fattah. I know we have the authority to ask for anything 
under the sun, but what the relevance is of asking her about the 
President’s personal correspondence list, unless there is some evi- 
dence that someone has done something wrong, I think it’s — you 
know, it just shows the stretch of this wide ranging investigation 
into nothing. 

Now, if we want to investigate whether James Riady has done 
something improper, that seems entirely appropriate. But to know 
whether or not he is on a list seems to be a stretch, and I would 
just hope that the committee would try to confine itself to focusing 
in on what was the alleged challenge of the committee, which was 
to look at illegal foreign contributions and improper activities rel- 
ative to the 1996 list. Who is on my personal correspondence list 
or the President’s seems to be somewhat off point. 

The last thing I want to say is that the Speaker of the House 
has said that President Clinton has a unique ability to make every- 
one feel as though they are someone that he is close to. It is an 
ability that I’m sure many politicians would hope that they could 
emulate. 

Mr. Waxman. If the gentleman would permit, the Speaker even 
said that he melted in the presence of the President because he is 
so charismatic. 

Mr. Fattah. Indeed. In fact, part of the revolution against Newt 
Gingrich was that they thought he had went over to the White 
House and been corrupted by the charisma of Bill Clinton. So I 
think that 

Mr. Waxman. I think he could have gotten invited to a White 
House radio address or something. 

Mr. Fattah. Or something. So I think that we are far afield. And 
I think if we look at the questions that have been emulating from 
the majority side for this panel, just look at them, none of them 
have anything whatsoever to do with what we are supposed to be 
investigating. 

So I just want to yield back my time, and I don’t mean that as 
a personal criticism. I just think that it shows that the investiga- 
tion of this committee has no focus in terms of its charge, and that 
is why the Thompson committee went out of business. So if we are 
going to have some reason to be here, we should at least have a 
focus of what we are trying to accomplish. 

Mr. Waxman. It keeps us off the streets. 

I am going to yield to Mr. Barrett, if he wants to take some of 
this time. 

Mr. Barrett. Thank you, Mr. Waxman. And I had the oppor- 
tunity to watch your testimony in my office. I think you all did a 
very good job. I don’t think it’s necessary, really, to carry this on 
further. 

But as I was sitting here I was thinking about, frankly, the 
President’s ability to know people. And I recall when I was first 
elected in 1992, the same time he was, and then he came into the 
Democratic Caucus and was fielding questions. And he went 
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around the room and he knew everybody’s name and the issues 
that were important to them. And I thought, man, he’s not going 
to know who I am. I’m not going to raise my hand. But he knew 
everybody in the room, which I thought was just amazing. 

And then in, it must have been 1994, I was out about 7 a.m. jog- 
ging one morning down the Mall, and who comes running toward 
me but the President with his little entourage of Secret Service 
agents. And he came over to me and said hi, Tom, how are you 
doing, and greeted me and asked me about a bill and how things 
were going. And we talked for about 35 or 40 seconds and then we 
both went our separate ways. 

And even at 7 a.m., there were some tourists on the Mall, and 
as I was running, they were now looking at me because the Presi- 
dent of the United States had just stopped to talk to me. So I 
turned to them and said, hey, who was that guy. 

But my question, I guess for you, Ms. Hernreich, is are you as 
good as the President in remembering people and names? 

Ms. Hernreich. Not at all. I wish I was. He has a wonderful 
memory. And the thing about it is, this is a man who really cares 
about people. He loves people. And he considers many people his 
friends. And so I — you know, there’s — I don’t know, it seems to me 
that, honestly, and maybe I shouldn’t editorialize here, but what 
difference that it makes who is on the personal correspondence list 
or who isn’t, this is a man who loves people, considers everyone his 
friend, and would be happy to have everybody, you know, have his 
personal correspondence code and write him personal letters. He 
would love to sit and read every one of them and answer every one 
of them personally. 

Mr. Barrett. OK. Thank all four of you for your time today. 

Mr. Waxman. Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. Burton. Gentleman yields back the balance of his time. In 
conclusion, let me just say — did you have anything else you wanted 
to say? Mr. Cox. 

Mr. Cox. Well, yes, just because my time expired on the ques- 
tions that I began, and I won’t resume, but I think it is rather obvi- 
ous that in response to my colleague’s rhetorical question that 
James Riady is, in fact, at the center of an investigation into illegal 
foreign payments to the executive branch of our Government, and 
inquiring about the level of involvement of James Riady in the 
White House, all the way to the extent of having a special code 
that he can put on his mail so that it bypasses the staff, bypasses 
the correspondence office and goes directly to the President, I think 
is very much to the point. 

Mr. Burton. Well, let me conclude by saying that the reason the 
investigation continues is because millions of dollars of illegal con- 
tributions have been found and returned. No. 1. 

No. 2, we have 66 or so people who have taken the fifth amend- 
ment or fled the country, and so we are having a difficult time get- 
ting this information. And until we get satisfactory answers, unfor- 
tunately very fine people like these ladies are going to be called up 
here to try to help us fit the pieces of the puzzle together. 

I do appreciate, and I’m sure the committee appreciates your pa- 
tience today, because we had so much that we had to cover and you 
had to sit there and wait for many hours. So we do appreciate that. 
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and we apologize for the amount of time you had to just sit there 
and cool your heels. 

The committee, unless there is further business, will stand in re- 
cess until 12 noon tomorrow. 

Mr. Barrett. Mr. Chairman, just as an inquiry, can you give us 
a little preview of tomorrow, what you are planning? 

Mr. Burton. Tomorrow there will be a deposition which will take 
place starting at 9 a.m. of Mr. Huang — or Mr. Chung, pardon me. 
And, hopefully, that deposition will be concluded by 10:30 or 11 
o’clock. 

What we wanted to do was to start the hearing at noon, and I 
think we can stick pretty close to that schedule. 

Mr. Barrett. And where will that deposition be? Have we been 
informed of that? 

Mr. Burton. The deposition will be held at the — what room will 
we have that in? 

Mr. Bennett. Congressman, the deposition will be held here in 
the Rayburn Building, but I’ve talked to Mr. Ballen, minority coun- 
sel, and in terms of certain considerations of the witness, we are 
not really announcing at this point in time exactly what room the 
deposition will be in. All the members of the committee will be ad- 
vised what room we are going to be in. 

Mr. Barrett. Prior to the start of that. 

Mr. Bennett. Yes, certainly. 

Mr. Burton. We will make sure you and any other Member who 
would like to participate in the deposition will be made aware of 
where it is. We just don’t want a whole gaggle of people waiting 
outside. 

Mr. Barrett. I understand. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Burton. The committee stands in recess until tomorrow. 

[Whereupon, at 5:25 p.m., the committee was adjourned.] 

[Responses to Interrogatories of Nancy Hernreich follow:] 
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Responses lo Interrosawries ofNomv Hernrcich 


Question I: 

Was James Riady on any list of individuals who received or who were to receive the 
President ’s private zip code? 


I have no first-hand knowledge regarding whether James Riady received or was 
designated to receive the President’s personal correspondence zip code. To respond to 
this question, I have consulted our records and determined that they do not indicate that 
Mr. Riady received or was ever designated to receive the President’s personal 
correspondence zip code. 


Question 2: 

Was James Riady given the President s private zip code? 
Answer to Question 2: 

See above. 


Question 3: 

Did James Riady utilize the President s private zip code? 

Answer to Question J: 

I have reviewed records collected from my office in response to this Committee’s 
investigation. Based on this review, there is no indication that Mr. Riady ever utilized the 
personal correspondence zip code, nor do 1 have any knowledge that he ever used this zip 
code. 


I declare under penalty of peri'uty that the foregoing answers are true and correct to the best of 
my knowledge. 

Executed on: February 6. 1998 

Assistant to the President and 
Director of Oval Office Operations 
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[The depositions of Kelly Ann Crawford and Carol Khare follow:] 

Executive Session 

Committee on Government Reform and Oversight, 

U.S. House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 

DEPOSITION OF: KELLY ANN CRAWFORD 

Monday, November 10, 1997 

The deposition in the above matter was held in Room 2247, Rayburn House Office 
Building, commencing at 10:00 a.m. 

Appearances: 

Staff Present for the Government Reform and Oversight Committee: Jennifer M. 
Safavian, Investigative Counsel; Jason Hopfer, Investigative Attorney; and Andrew 
J. McLaughlin, Minority Counsel. 

For KELLY ANN CRAWFORD: 

DAVID A. WILSON, ESQ. 

Hale and Dorr 

1455 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20004 

Ms. Safavian. Good morning. On behalf of the members of the Committee on 
Government Reform and Oversight, I appreciate and thank you for appearing here 
today. 

This proceeding is known as a deposition. The person transcribing this proceeding 
is a House reporter and notary public. I will now request that the reporter place 
you under oath. 

THEREUPON, KELLY ANN CRAWFORD, a witness, was called for examination by 

Counsel, and after having been first duly sworn, was examined and testified as 

follows: 

Ms. Safavian. I would like to note for the record those who are present at the 
beginning of this deposition. My name is Jennifer Safavian, designated majority 
counsel for the Committee. I am accompanied today by Jason Hopfer who is with 
the majority staff. Andrew McLaughlin is the designated minority counsel for the 
Committee. The deponent is represented by David Wilson. 

Although this proceeding is being held in a somewhat informal atmosphere, be- 
cause you have been placed under oath your testimony here today has the same 
force and effect as if you were testifying before the Committee or in a courtroom. 

If I ask you about conversations you have had in the past and you are unable 
to recall the exact words used in the conversation, you may state that you are un- 
able to recall those exact words and then you may give me the gist or substance 
of any such conversation, to the best of your recollection. If you recall any part of 
a conversation or only part of an event, please give me your best recollection of 
those events or parts of conversations that you recall. If I ask you whether you have 
any information upon a particular subject, and you have overheard other persons 
conversing with each other regarding it or have seen correspondence or documenta- 
tion regarding it, please tell me that you do have such information and indicate the 
source, either a conversation or documentation or otherwise, from which you derive 
such knowledge. 

Before we begin the questioning, I want to give you some background about the 
investigation and your appearance here. 

Pursuant to its authority under House rules X and XI of the House of Representa- 
tives, the Committee is engaged in a wide-ranging review of possible political fund- 
raising improprieties and possible violations of law under the Committee’s jurisdic- 
tion. 

Pages 2 through 4 of House Report 105-139 summarizes the investigation as of 
June 19, 1997 and encompasses any new matters which arise directly or indirectly 
in the course of the investigation. Also, pages 4 through 11 of the report explain 
the background of the investigation. All questions related either directly or indi- 
rectly to these issues, or questions which have a tendency to make the existence of 
any pertinent fact more or less probable than it would be without the evidence, are 
proper. 
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The Committee has been granted specific authorization to conduct this deposition 
pursuant to House Resolution 167, which passed the full House on June 20, 1997. 
Committee Rule 20, of which you have received a copy, outlines the ground rules 
for the deposition. 

Majority and minority Committee counsels will ask you questions regarding the 
subject matter of the investigation. Minority counsel will ask questions after major- 
ity counsel has finished. After minority counsel has completed questioning you, a 
new round of questioning may begin. Members of Congress who wish to ask ques- 
tions will be afforded an immediate opportunity to ask their questions. When they 
are finished. Committee counsel will resume questioning. 

Pursuant to the Committee’s rules, you are allowed to have an attorney present 
to advise you of your rights. Any objection raised during the course of the deposition 
shall be stated for the record. If the witness is instructed not to answer a question 
or otherwise refuses to answer a question, majority and minority counsel will confer 
to determine whether the objection is proper. If counsel agree that a question is 
proper, the witness will be asked to answer the question. If an objection is not with- 
drawn, the Chairman or a member designated by the Chairman may decide whether 
the objection is proper. 

This deposition is considered as taken in executive session of the Committee, 
which means it may not be made public without the consent of the Committee, pur- 
suant to clause 2(k)(7) of House rule XL You are asked to abide by the rules of 
House and not discuss with anyone, other than your attorney, this deposition and 
the issues and questions raised during this proceeding. 

Finally, no later than 5 days after your testimony is transcribed and you have 
been notified that your transcript is available, you may submit suggested changes 
to the Chairman. The transcript will be made available for your review at the Com- 
mittee office. The Committee staff may make any typographical and technical 
changes requested by you. 

Substantive changes, modifications or amendments to the deposition transcript 
submitted by you must be accompanied by a letter requesting the changes and a 
statement of your reasons for each proposed change. A letter requesting any sub- 
stantive changes, modifications, clarifications or amendments must be signed by 
you. Any substantive changes, modifications, clarifications or amendments shall be 
included as an appendix to the transcript conditioned upon your signing of the tran- 
script. 

Do you understand everything that we have gone over so far? 

Mr. Wilson. I want to note for the record to the extent it is fine, if you under- 
stand, you can answer yes. But I do not think it is appropriate to construe your un- 
derstanding as being necessarily an agreement that everything that has been stated 
is in fact a correct interpretation of the authority of the Committee or the scope of 
the investigation. But the question was, do you understand what she has told you? 

The Witness. I have heard what you have read. I have a general understanding, 
I guess. 

Ms. Safavian. Do you have any questions about anything that we have gone over? 

The Witness. I do not think so, no. 

Mr. McLaughlin. We have been making it a practice to, if it is convenient, to 
send depositions out for review subject to agreement that you will not show it to 
anybody. We have been doing that for every other witness. I can’t imagine we 
wouldn’t do it in your case, if it is more convenient. 

Mr. Wilson. That would be great. 

Ms. Safavian. That would be subject to both of you signing a confidentiality 
agreement before we would send the transcript out to you. 

Mr. Wilson. That is fine. 

Ms. Safavian. I will be asking you questions concerning the subject matter of this 
investigation. Do you understand? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. If you don’t understand a question, please say so and I will repeat 
it or rephrase it so that you understand the question. Do you understand that you 
should tell me if you do not understand my questions? 

The Witness. Absolutely. 

Ms. Safavian. The reporter will be taking down everything we say and will make 
a written record of the deposition. You must give verbal, audible answers because 
the reporter cannot record what a nod of the bead or other gesture means. Do you 
understand that you cannot answer with an “um-hum” or nod of the head? 

The Witness. Yes, I do. 

Ms. Safavian. If you can’t hear me, please say so and I will repeat the question 
or have the court reporter read the question to you. Do you understand? 

The Witness. Yes, I do. 
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Ms. Safavian. Please wait until I finish each question before answering and I will 
wait until you finish your answer before I ask the next question. Do you understand 
that this will help the reporter make a clear record because she cannot take down 
what both of us are saying at the same time? 

The Witness. Yes, I do. 

Ms. Safavian. Your testimony is being taken under oath, as if we were in court, 
and if you answer a question it will be assumed that you understood the question 
and the answer was intended to be responsive. Do you understand that? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. Are you here voluntarily or as a result of a subpoena? 

The Witness. I am here as a result of your request to have me here. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Did you volunteer to come here? 

The Witness. I guess I did. 

Mr. McLaughlin. You got something in the mail? 

The Witness. I was asked to come, and I am happy to be here to cooperate with 
you all and answer your questions. 

Ms. Safavian. Do you have any questions about the deposition before we begin 
the substantive portion of the proceeding? 

The Witness. No. 

Mr. McLaughlin. I will make my usual note as to an omission from the prior 
statement of the rules. Pursuant to House rule XI 2(k)(8), objections to relevance 
are the province of the full Committee and not the Chairman to resolve. Accord- 
ingly, any ruling on an objection as to relevance is appealable to the full Committee. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Can you please state your full name and spell it for the record? 

Answer. Kelly Ann Crawford, K-E-L-L-Y, A-N-N, C-R-A-W-F-O-R-D. 

Question. Have you ever used or been known by any other names? 

Answer. No. 

Question. What is your date of birth and Social Security number? 

Mr. Wilson. Objection. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Objection. That is totally irrelevant. The person giving testi- 
mony today is not the target of this so-called investigation. She is a witness. Accord- 
ingly, her Social Security number is utterly irrelevant. 

I think that the only implication of the question that can fairly be drawn is that 
counsel is tr 3 dng to intimidate the witness by suggesting that somehow she may be 
a target of the investigation. That implication is unfounded. Accordingly, I object as 
to either piece of information. 

Furthermore, I would simply note in passing that these depositions have tradi- 
tionally been made available on the Internet, and to subject this witness to the 
kinds of financial fraud that come along with the public release of a Social Security 
number, and frankly even a date of birth, is to my mind unfounded and frankly bor- 
ders on the obnoxious. 

Mr. Wilson. I would ask that the question be withdrawn with the assurance from 
counsel that if you can, if Committee counsel can provide to me a reason for doing 
so, for providing this information, I would be happy to do it in a letter. But I am 
concerned about the privacy issues that may be raised by divulging this kind of in- 
formation. 

Ms. Safavian. The witness’ date of birth and Social Security number is something 
that we ask of all deponents. 

Mr. McLaughlin. That is untrue. 

Ms. Safavian. The reason being is we receive documents in response to our sub- 
poenas which may have date of birth or Social Security number, and it allows us 
to make sure that Kelly Crawford who is sitting here today is the same Kelly 
Crawford whose name may appear on the document. We are not aware if there is 
another Kelly Crawford or another Crawford. It helps us make sure that we know 
what documents may come up which have her name, to make sure it is the Kelly 
Crawford who is sitting in front of me and not someone else. 

Mr. McLaughlin. First of all, that is absolutely untrue, as the record will reflect, 
that we have been asking this question of all witnesses. I would say it has been 
asked of substantially fewer than half of the witnesses that have come before the 
Committee. In general, the question has been withdrawn when counsel has offered 
to make the information available through other means. 

Second of all, I am not aware of any document that has come into the possession 
of this Committee that would implicate the date of birth or Social Security number 
of Kelly Crawford. As I have said numerous times, this witness is not a target. We 
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have not received any bank records or phone records from her, nor would I expect 
that we ever would because, as I said, she is not a target. 

Accordingly, I think counsel should withdraw the question. If a plausible reason 
can be propounded as to why the information is necessary, then I am sure counsel 
will supply it in a prompt and comprehensible manner. To put it on the record just 
seems to me to be characteristically inappropriate to this Committee. 

Mr. Wilson. If there are documents that you need help deciphering or identi- 
fying — as you say, I do not think there is any other Kelly Crawford that comes with- 
in the scope of this investigation — I am happy to try to help you with that or even 
provide the information later on. But having represented witnesses in other pro- 
ceedings conducted by this Committee that were similar, I do know that while depo- 
sitions begin as being confidential, they do not always end up that way. I would just 
prefer not to have Kelly’s date of birth and Social Security number out there for 
all to see. 

Ms. Safavian. I do not plan on spending much time on this. I will — that is fine 
if you are instructing your client not to answer those two questions — I will then 

Mr. McLaughlin. I do not think that is what he said. He said he will supply 

Ms. Safavian. I will rely on your representation that if I do have a question down 
the road that I can contact you to find out the answer. 

Mr. Wilson. Absolutely. And really, I am not instructing her not to answer. I just 
requested that you withdraw the question and we will provide the information. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Ms. Crawford, your current address? 

Answer. [Redacted]. 

Question. How long have you lived at that address? 

Answer. About less than two months. 

Question. Prior to that address? 

Mr. McLaughlin. Objection. We certainly do not need this information either. I 
think it is, again, a sort of bizarre signal and characteristically inappropriate to be 
sending to the witness, that somehow her past addresses might be relevant to the 
Committee. I suggest that you move forthrightly into the questions that might actu- 
ally be relevant to the Committee investigation instead of dithering around in these 
questions. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. You may answer the question. 

Answer. [Redacted]. 

Question. Have you ever lived outside the United States? 

Answer. I studied abroad for four months when I was a junior in college. 

Question. Where was that? 

Mr. McLaughlin. Objection as to relevance. 

The Witness. Austria, Vienna. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Where did you attend college? 

Answer. American University here in Washington. 

Question. Did you graduate from American? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. What was your degree? 

Answer. It was a degree from the School of Public Affairs and the major was 
called CLEG: Communications Law, Economics and Government. 

Question. Did you receive any other degrees? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Have you spoken with anyone other than your counsel and my office 
about scheduling the deposition? Have you spoken with anybody else about this dep- 
osition? 

Answer. When I got a call from you, I talked to some people about finding a law- 
yer, but not specifically about what we had discussed or what I was coming here 
today to discuss. 

Question. Did you review any documents in preparation for your deposition? 

Mr. McLaughlin. Other than from counsel? Other than from her counsel? 

Mr. Safavian. She can answer if she reviewed documents. 

Mr. McLaughlin. I am asking you a question. The question is not clear to me. 
You don’t have to snap at me. 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Did you understand my question? 

Mr. McLaughlin. Let me finish. The question is, are you asking her whether she 
has reviewed any documents other than in connection with an attorney-client com- 
munication? Is that what you are asking? 

Ms. Safavian. No, my question was, did you review any documents in preparation 
for this deposition? 

Mr. McLaughlin. You do intend to go into the attorney-client confidence or you 
don’t? One way or the other. 

Ms. Safavian. If you would just let the deponent answer the question, if she tells 
me she reviewed documents with her attorney, I will not delve into attorney-client 
privilege. You have just not allowed her an opportunity to answer the question. 

Mr. McLaughlin. If you asked a more carefully crafted question, you would avoid 
my objections. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Did you understand my question, Ms. Crawford? 

Answer. If you could describe to me what you mean by — I haven’t reviewed any 
documents. I do not have documents my possession. 

Question. That is fine. That was the answer to my question. 

Answer. I don’t know what you mean by documents but, no. 

Mr. Wilson. I would note for the record that I have shown the witness the cor- 
respondence from the committee that I received. 

The Witness. Yes, a letter from Chairman Burton. I guess that would be a docu- 
ment. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Have you been asked by White House Counsel or anybody else to collect 
documents in response to either the House, Senate or Department of Justice sub- 
poenas? 

Answer. I do not work at the White House any longer. I do not recall if when I 
was working at the White House, whether any of this had started. At that time I 
may have looked for an answer to a subpoena but I don’t know what it would have 
been. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Why don’t you lay some foundation for where she worked and 
when? Maybe some of these questions can be skipped over as being obviously 
not 

The Witness. I haven’t worked at the White House for 

Mr. Wilson. Are you talking about pursuant to subpoena relating to the subject 
of this investigation? 

Ms. Safavian. Yes. 

Mr. Wilson. Okay. So relating to fund-raising. 

Mr. McLaughlin. And the other matters which this investigation has sprawled 
into. 

The Witness. I do not believe so, no. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 


Question. Thank you. 

Can you please briefly describe your employment history after college? 

Answer. I graduated from American University in May of 1992 and volunteered 
at the Democratic Convention in New York. Shortly after the convention, I started 
doing advance work for the Clinton campaign. I did press advance up until the elec- 
tion in November, and after the election I worked during the transition for the tran- 
sition committee. I worked in the basement of the governor’s mansion. And after the 
transition, I worked as a staff assistant in the Media Office of the President. 

I left there, I believe, in July of 1995 and worked at the Justice Department in 
the Public Affairs Office for Attorney General Reno. I did all of her personal press. 
I was there for about a year. 

I left and went to work at the Clinton-Gore campaign in the communications of- 
fice. And then when the election of 1996 was over, I worked at the Presidential In- 
augural Committee. And when the Inaugural was over I — shortly thereafter, must 
have been in February or March — started working at the Treasury Department 
where I am currently employed. 

Question. February or March of this year? 

Answer. Yes. 
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Question. Can you tell me, you mentioned that you were a staff assistant in the 
President’s office. Do you recall when you began that job? 

Answer. The day after the President was sworn in as President, January of 1993. 

Question. Then you said you left that in July of 1995? 

Answer. Yes, I believe it was right around there, yes. 

Question. Were you approached about taking this position, or how was it that you 
ended up as a staff assistant in the President’s office? 

Answer. As I mentioned to you before, I had worked during the transition in the 
basement of the governor’s mansion. I worked with Nancy Hernreich, who then 
went on to work in the President’s office at the White House. She asked me to come 
on in this capacity. 

Question. Did you have to interview with anybody other than perhaps Nancy 
Hernreich? 

Answer. I talked with Nancy Hernreich about it. I met with Carolyn Huber about 
it. I think that is probably all that I talked to about it. 

Question. Who is Carolyn Huber? 

Answer. She was — at that time she was also going to be working not in the Presi- 
dent’s office but in what they called the Personal Correspondence Office, which was 
the area that worked with the friends and family of the First Family. That was 
some of what I was going to be doing. So I met with her at the Blair House prior 
to 

Question. Can you tell me as a staff assistant what were your job responsibilities 
or duties? 

Answer. I worked directly for Nancy Hernreich. I answered phones, opened mail. 
I talked with the President’s friends and family that would call his office. 

Question. Was Nancy Hernreich your supervisor? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you report to anybody besides Ms. Hernreich? 

Answer. I reported to Ms. Hernreich. 

Question. Did you have an office? 

Answer. I shared an office. 

Question. Was it with one other person or was like it a bigger room? 

Answer. It was a room that there were four desks within one room. 

Question. Where was that located, if you could just describe briefly where it was 
located in relation to Ms. Hernreich’s office, the President’s office? 

Answer. It was in the West Wing. Ms. Hernreich switched the location of her of- 
fice. She used to be on one side of the Oval Office; then she went to the other side 
of the Oval Office. I continued to stay two rooms down from the Roosevelt Room 
in the West Wing. 

Question. Did you ever work out of any other location or did you pretty much stay 
right there? 

Answer. I pretty much stayed in that 

Question. Were you the only staff assistant, or were there others under Ms. 
Hernreich? 

Answer. I was the only staff assistant. 

Question. You explained your job duties and responsibilities as opening mail or 
speaking with the President’s friends. Were you in charge of the radio address for 
the President? 

Answer. I worked on the radio address, yes. 

Question. Who organized the radio address? 

Answer. In the beginning — well, it ultimately was Nancy’s responsibility but obvi- 
ously I worked for Nancy. At one time there was another gentleman who also 
worked on organizing the radio address but, yes, I worked on organizing the radio 
address. 

Question. Who was that other person? 

Answer. Dave Levy, who worked also in the West Wing. 

Question. Was it just the two of that you would assist Ms. Hernreich in organizing 
the radio addresses? 

Answer. Yes. 

Mr. Wilson. You are talking about just sort of logistically? 

The Witness. That I wrote the speech? I mean, I should clarify that this is the 
people who came to watch the radio address. I worked with Ms. Hernreich on, you 
know, those who came in to watch the radio address. 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. I was going to ask you to just explain what it was that Ms. Hernreich 
and yourself and Mr. Levy would do to prepare for the radio address, if you would 
like to explain that. 

Answer. Sure. The radio address was primarily an opportunity for the President 
to see friends and family who were in from out of town. But as the radio address 
went on, obviously people heard about the opportunity to come and listen to the 
President speak in the Oval Office and then have pictures made with the President, 
so we got requests from Members of Congress and their staff, from members of the 
media, from members of the Cabinet, from offices within the White House. 

So we would compile all these requests and then sit down with Ms. Hernreich and 
decide who, how many requests we could accept, and then who was and was not 
coming. And then on the day of the radio address I would, or the day before, maybe, 
clear people in; and then greet people when they came, and sometimes introduce 
them to the President as they came through the line. 

Question. Can you tell me, was there generally a certain number of people who 
would attend the radio address, like the maximum number? 

Answer. Week to week, it just depended. We began to, as more and more people 
came, sometimes we would take some of the furniture out. There was probably 
maybe 80 people that we could fit into the Oval Office, 80 to 90. 

Question. Did you normally have about 80, 90 people at each radio address? 

Answer. It varied from week to week. 

Question. Would you prepare a list of all the attendees for each radio address? 

Answer. Either I would or Mr. Levy would, but, yes, there would be a list of who 
was there. 

Question. What would be on the list? What would it include? 

Answer. Usually just names and maybe one description, like “Kelly Crawford,” 
you know, something to indicate where this person worked, or “friend from high 
school” or something like that. There might be something indicating who the person 
was or just names. 

Question. Okay. You mentioned that you would get requests from all over for the 
radio address. Did you ever try to limit it, say, only to friends of the President or 
people who work in the White House or Members of Congress? Did you ever try to 
limit it to just certain groups of individuals? 

Answer. I don’t quite understand the question. 

Question. The people who you would let attend the radio address, I assume that 
your office would get a lot of requests to attend the radio address and surely you 
could not allow everyone to attend the radio address. Was there any way that your 
office determined who would be invited to attend and who might not be? 

Answer. I really was just a facilitator. I put the list together, but Nancy ulti- 
mately — 

Mr. Wilson. You are talking about priorities in terms of groups, like friends and 
family or Members of Congress or 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. If there was any way that you distinguished or determined who would 
be invited to a radio address and who might not be invited to a radio address. I 
am using that as an example. It may not have happened that way. I don’t know. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Why don’t you ask, did you give special treatment to donors? 
Did you give special treatment to contributors? 

The Witness. Let me tell you how I — I did not make these decisions. I was a 
facilitator. I gathered requests that came in. But it was my understanding that the 
President’s friends or family, people from out of town that he knew were the first 
priority. In addition. White House staff and their immediate families. And then 
after that there were obviously Members of Congress, if they were — if they had 
asked to come, would have been a priority. But those decisions were largely made 
by Ms. Hernreich, not myself. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Was it Ms. Hernreich who would then provide you with a list of names 
or somehow tell you who you should include on your list of attendees, or how did 
you know? 

Answer. We would go through the list, and say another determination would be 
if someone was in town just for this weekend, and/or versus someone who lived in 
Washington. 

Question. But pretty much a decision was left to Ms. Hernreich? 
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Answer. It was ultimately her decision. I was her assistant in the President’s of- 
fice. 

Question. So then did the two of you sit down and you would just have a list of 
everyone who requested to be in attendance at that radio address, and the two of 
you would kind of go through each name? 

Answer. Yes. We would go through a list, and then I would have supporting 
things like a letter from Joe Schmo saying, “This is the only time I have been in 
town and I would love to come.” So we would go through those. 

Question. When would that process usually begin? 

Answer. I guess maybe two days before the actual radio address, maybe two or 
three days. On a Wednesday or Thursday, if the radio address was on a Saturday. 

Mr. Wilson. You mean the process of interacting with Nancy Hernreich to pare 
down the list of who requested attendance? 

Ms. Safavian. Yes. 

Mr. Wilson. As opposed to when requests might come in. Which might be six 
months in advance or something? 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. I meant specifically when you and Ms. Hernreich would kind of sit down 
and go over your list of possible attendees. 

Answer. It was never a set schedule. Two or three days before the radio address, 
I guess is when we would. 

Question. And then who would notify an individual that they were going to be per- 
mitted to attend the radio address? 

Answer. It depended, because some requests, I should also — Mr. Levy did some 
of the requests and I did some of the requests, but also maybe someone from the 
Office of Public Liaison would request that a group of health care advocates would 
come. That might go back to the person at the White House who had requested it 
and they would then extend the invitation, clear the people in. 

Or say in the case of friends of the President, I would then be the person that 
would call them back and extend the invitation. So it just depended on if someone 
had requested it directly to me or if someone else within the White House had made 
the request through me. 

Question. Okay. I know you mentioned that David Levy did some of them and you 
did some of them. Was there any distinction as to — was it just random who got in 
charge of one radio address over another? 

Answer. We worked together and, as I indicated before, I primarily took care of 
friends of the President, family members. But people knew that I worked on it and 
people knew that he worked on it, so it overlapped as to 

Question. So, in other words, the two of would you work together on each radio 
address. It was not like you had one one week and he had the next? 

Answer. No, we would work together. 

Mr. Wilson. You have to let her finish talking before you talk. 

The Witness. Sorry. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you recall the March 11, 1995 radio address? 

Answer. I do not recall a specific date. I am sure that if it was a Saturday and 
the President was in town, there would be a radio address. 

Question. Do you know who Johnny Chung is? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Have you met Mr. Chung? 

Answer. Yes, I have met Mr. Chung. 

Question. On how many occasions? 

Answer. I don’t know. If I had to estimate, I would say maybe a handful of times. 

Question. Do you recall how you first met Mr. Chung or were introduced to him? 

Answer. I don’t know if the first time — I don’t know when — the first time that I 
met him, whether it was a radio address. I don’t know the first time that I met him, 
no. 

Question. When you said you maybe met with him on a couple occasions, a hand- 
ful of occasions 

Mr. Wilson. You are saying met with him. I think your question was how many 
times did she meet him, and I was going to suggest that that might be just a little 
ambiguous. Do you mean see him, or shake his hand, or have a conversation with 
him? I just want the record to be clear about the extent of her contact. 

Ms. Safavian. That was going to be my question. 



768 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. If you can just explain, you said a handful of occasions. Do you recall 
perhaps what the setting was of those handful of occasions where you saw Mr. 
Chung? 

Answer. I have a vague recollection that I saw him possibly at a helicopter depar- 
ture. And other than that, I don’t know where I saw him. Maybe just on the White 
House grounds, but I do not remember specifically or have any recollection of ex- 
actly when I saw him. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Did you ever have a meeting with him? 

The Witness. No, I never sat down and met with Mr. Chung. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Did you ever have any discussions with him, any conversations? 

Answer. Did I ever talk to Mr. Chung? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. Yes, I talked to Mr. Chung. Sure. 

Question. Would that just be a general greeting or would it have ever been any- 
thing more than that? 

Answer. I do not believe that my talking with Mr. Chung would have been any- 
thing more than a typical greeting, as I did with you when we walked into the room. 

Question. Okay. The March 11, 1995 radio address, do you recall it, if I were to 
tell you that that is the radio address where Johnny Chung and the Chinese delega- 
tion attended the radio address? 

Answer. I have a vague recollection of the Saturday that they attended a radio 
address. I have of course seen numerous press accounts of this radio address. Yes, 
I have a vague recollection. It is hard for me to remember exactly what I recall 
versus what I have read about, but, yes, I do have a recollection that he attended 
a radio address. 

Question. What I am handing you are WAVE records for the year 1995. If you 
will turn to where — on the bottom there are Bates Stamp Numbers — if you will turn 
to EOF 005038, if you will look down 

Answer. It is very difficult to read. 

Question. If you look about five down, five or six down, you will see where Johnny 
Chung, the visit — he is — “visited POTUS,” President of the United States, and if you 
continue to read to the right, to the middle, it shows a date. It shows that it is 
March 11, 1995. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And the room is WW, which stands for? 

Answer. West Wing, I assume. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Have you seen these WAVE records before? Is this the first 
time you have seen this document? 

The Witness. Yes, this is the first time I have seen this document or seen a docu- 
ment like this. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Do you notice there is no badge number, time of arrival or time 
of departure? And I will represent to you that that is what the last three categories 
are. I know that he was there, but do you see that? 

The Witness. Yes, I see the dot, dot, dot, dot, dot. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you notice, if we continue down, there is a name who requested Mr. 
Chung’s clearance. It says “Crawford.” Would that be you? 

Answer. I assume it would be me. 

Question. Do you recall going through the process, you can explain it to me, of 
waving in Mr. Johnny Chung on March 1, 1995? 

Answer. I may have waved him in, but I have no distinct recollection. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Would you have waved in everybody for a particular radio ad- 
dress? 

The Witness. As I said, it depended. Some people — I waved in a lot of people, 
yes — but some people, anyone in the White House could wave someone in. So say 
you had put in a request through the Office of Legislative Affairs, and Joe Schmo 
in Legislative Affairs was the person that requested to me, I might just say, “Hey, 
would you go ahead and clear in your guest?” So sometimes I cleared people in or 
sometimes I did not. It was not a 



769 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. You don’t have any recollection, as we sit here right now, that you 
waved in Johnny Chung on that day? 

Answer. I cleared in many, many people. I do not specifically recall clearing Mr. 
Chung in on this date. No. 

Question. Do you recall clearing in anybody in the Chinese delegation? 

Answer. Again 

Mr. Wilson. By “the Chinese delegation,” just because that characterization could 
mean many things, you are talking about the Chinese gentlemen who have been re- 
ported as accompanying Mr. Chung to the radio address? 

Ms. Safavian. That is correct. I can show you a letter that Johnny Chung sent 
to Richard Sullivan, dated February 27, 1995, which includes a list of the gentlemen 
that I am referring to as the Chinese delegation. If you turn to the second page, 
which is DNC 323332 

The Witness. Yes? 

Mr. McLaughlin. Before we get confused here, let me make a housekeeping re- 
quest. Can you mark the copy that you showed the witness to go in the record? I 
know that we do not adhere to the Rules of Civil Procedure here, but in ordinary 
deposition practice the copy that the witness sees is the copy that goes into the 
record. I would appreciate it if you would mark that one to go in. 

Second thing is, before I move on from this first exhibit, I want to note all of the 
EOF page numbers because there are nonconsecutive pages marked here. They are 
as follows: EOF 005039, EOF 008683, EOF 005038, EOF 008680, EOF 003717, EOF 
003713, EOF 005035, EOF 003710, EOF 005032, and EOF 003703. Are you going 
to mark that document? 

Ms. Safavian. I will, certainly, if you would just give me a moment. 

Mr. McLaughlin. I just want to make sure that you can mark the copy that the 
witness has. I do not mean to be a stickler but I like to have the document numbers 
read in. 

Ms. Safavian. We will be marking the 1995 WAVE records of Mr. Johnny Chung 
as Exhibit Number 1, KC-1. 

We will be marking the February 27 letter to Richard Sullivan as Exhibit Number 
2, KC-2. 

[Crawford Deposition Exhibit No. KC-1 was marked for identification.] 

[Note. — All exhibits referred to can be found at end of deposi- 
tion.] 

[Crawford Deposition Exhibit No. KC-2 was marked for identification.] 

Mr. McLaughlin. Have you seen Exhibit 2 before? 

The Witness. No, never. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Ms. Crawford, you do not have, as you are sitting here today, a recollec- 
tion that you did wave in Mr. Johnny Chung or the Chinese delegation members 
for this radio address? 

Answer. I may have but, no, I do not have a specific recollection. 

Question. Ms. Crawford, can you explain to us how Johnny Chung and this Chi- 
nese delegation were able to attend the March 11, 1995 radio address? 

Mr. Wilson. Do you mean explain her knowledge of how they got in, or how they 
came to find out about it, or just in 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Your knowledge as to how they were able to attend the radio address. 

Answer. As I mentioned earlier, I have a vague recollection of this Saturday, and 
I believe that the request came to me from the chairman’s office at the DNC. 

Question. Would that be Don Fowler? 

Answer. I believe he was the chairman at that time. 

Question. You said you believe that the request came from the DNC chairman’s 
office? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you recall who that was that made the request to you? 

Answer. I do not specifically recall, but I know Ceandra Scott worked in the office 
at that time. I have heard press accounts that she may have been, but I don’t spe- 
cifically recall. Some staffer, I believe, in Chairman Fowler’s office. 

Question. Do you know Ms. Scott, Ceandra Scott? 

Answer. Yes. 
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Question. Do you know her well? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you know each other well enough that if she wanted to ask, request 
someone to attend the radio address, she would have contacted you? 

Answer. Yes, that would not have been unusual. 

Question. Had she ever requested you, or if you recall any other time, requested 
that you perhaps admit another individual or individuals into a radio address? 

Mr. Wilson. I do not think she testified that that is what Ceandra Scott did in 
this case. Maybe you could ask her how a conversation like that might go rather 
than suggesting that — well, suggesting how it did go. 

Ms. Safavian. I was trying to figure out if you recall Ms. Scott ever contacting 
you on another occasion. I am not sa3dng that you testified that she did contact you 
on this occasion. Did she ever contact you on another occasion and ask you to get 
somebody into a radio address? 

Mr. Wilson. That is what I am objecting to, to get somebody into a radio address, 
if that suggests that that is what Ceandra Scott said at this particular time. I do 
not think it has been established what she did say, whether it was, “Can you get 
somebody in?” or “Do you have room?” or something else. So I know I am — maybe 
the best thing to do is just ask her how a conversation like that with Ceandra Scott 
would go, to the extent she can recall. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you recall any such conversations like that, Ms. Crawford? 

Answer. I don’t specifically recall other conversations. I am not saying that there 
wasn’t ever another conversation with Ms. Scott or another request that came to 
me through her, but I do not have specific recollection. 

Question. Did you know any other individuals who worked at the DNC or in the 
chairman’s office who would have contacted you about such a request? 

Answer. What such request? Just general requests that would come through the 
DNC? I am not sure I understand the 

Mr. Wilson. You mean a request to see the radio address? 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Yes. For the radio address. 

Answer. I knew other people at the DNC, sure, who I believe probably made re- 
quests as well. So it was not completely unusual to have a request from someone 
at the DNC. 

Question. Can you recall those individuals’ names who may have contacted you? 

Answer. Possibly — this is, if you want me to speculate about people that I know 
at the DNC who could have called me to possibly request, I can do that. But I do 
not have a recollection, sitting here today, three years ago what requests came in 
from the DNC. If you want me to speculate 

Mr. McLaughlin. As it says in the instructions, we are not interested in specula- 
tion. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. You mentioned that it was not — I do not want to put words in your 
mouth. Was it unusual for the DNC, somebody at the DNC, to contact either your- 
self or Nancy Hernreich or someone at your office and ask that a particular indi- 
vidual or DNC contributor be given access or be allowed to attend a presidential 
radio address? 

Mr. McLaughlin. Your question includes the word “contributor.” I do not think 
Ms. Crawford has stated anything about whether or not these people were contribu- 
tors or whether she knew. Why you don’t rephrase your question, sticking to the 
knowledge and the testimony that has been established. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Did you understand my question? 

Mr. McLaughlin. I am not asking. I am telling you I object to your question on 
the grounds that it misstates her prior testimony. 

Ms. Safavian. Your objection is noted for the record. 

Mr. McLaughlin. It is sort of a funny exchange that we have here, because you 
then ask the witness if she understands the question. I am making an objection. 
I would like you to respond to the objection. 

Ms. Safavian. Your objection is noted for the record. 

You may answer. 
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The Witness. May I talk to my counsel? 

Ms. Safavian. Sure. 

[Witness confers with counsel.] 

Mr. McLaughlin. If you want your question to go ahead while it misstates that 
kind of testimony, that is your choice, counsel, but I think it is a uniquely ill-consid- 
ered, poor choice to proceed in that manner. 

The Witness. It was not unique that we would get requests from the DNC, as 
we got requests from Cabinet agencies, Members of Congress, members of the press. 
But people were never stated as being contributors to me. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. But the request would come from the DNC. Would it be a request that 
the DNC employees or staff members 

Answer. Sometimes, sure. 

Question. But not always? 

Answer. Not always, no. 

Question. Was there any particular procedure that yourself or Ms. Hernreich 
would then follow? 

Answer. One other thing that I should state is that within the White House there 
is also the Office of Political Affairs, so requests might also come through — there 
was not a set way that every request came through a specific channel. So requests 
could also come from the Office of Political Affairs, as well. 

Question. And the previous question was, was there any particular manner in 
which either yourself or Ms. Hernreich would handle such requests? 

Mr. Wilson. You mean requests that came from the DNC directly? 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 


Question. Correct. 

Answer. They would have been handled in the same way that any other requests 
were handled which, as I stated before, we compiled the requests and then would 
sit down and talk about them. Unless possibly, as we would with other requests, 
if a Cabinet official called, we would let Cabinet Affairs know Secretary Riley from 
Education had requested to come in; or if a request from the DNC came, we might 
let Political Affairs know that we had this request and check with them. I am not 
saying that that was done in every single case, but it would not have been unusual 
for that to happen. 

Question. Was it your testimony that you believe Ceandra Scott was the one that 
contacted you about Johnny Chung and the Chinese delegation attending the radio 
address? 

Answer. I don’t have specific recollection of who exactly in the chairman’s office 
contacted me about Mr. Chung. 

Question. But you do have a specific recollection that it was someone in the chair- 
man’s office of the DNC? 

Answer. Yes, I believe that is where the request came from. 

Question. Do you recall when the request came to you? 

Answer. I believe that the request came late on a Friday, or sort of not way ahead 
of time, sometime close to the radio address. I have some recollection that it was 
kind of a last minute request. 

Question. The day before the radio address? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you 

Answer. But I do not specifically recall what time or when. 

Question. Do you have any specific recollection as to what was asked of you? 

Answer. I was asked if — I do not have a specific recollection of what the conversa- 
tion was. I assume I was asked did we have room in the radio address for Mr. 
Chung and his guests. 

Question. What would your response have been? 

Answer. I don’t specifically recall what I did in this case but I can tell you gen- 
erally what the practice was, that I would say, “Let me check and see. Let me get 
a phone number and I will call you back.” As I have said before, I would then check 
with Ms. Hernreich to see if we did in fact have room and if in fact this was some- 
one that we should allow to attend the radio address. 

Question. Would you think — you said the request came in late, perhaps the day 
before. 

Answer. I said I believed that the request — I have some recollection that the re- 
quest came in 

Question. Came in late? 
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Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you have any recollection as to whether at the time the request came 
in you already had determined who was going to attend the radio address for that 
Saturday? 

Mr. Wilson. You mean whether the — whether anybody had been cleared in to see 
the radio address? 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Whether you and Ms. Hernreich had already sat down and discussed 
who was going to attend the radio address? 

Answer. I am not sure that you understand the process. It was not like we made 
a decision and — this was sort of if there was room, other requests would be taken. 
It would not be unusual that on a Friday we would learn that someone happened 
to be in town or that someone extended their visit and was going to stay. 

I do not specifically recall in this case what the standard procedure was. But I 
do not remember it as being with a whole — the whole slew of requests, which makes 
me, as I indicated earlier, believe that it came in later. 

Question. Okay. You had mentioned that when requests would come in, generally 
you would take down the person’s name and say, “I will have to see and get back 
with you.” So in this instance you recall that you would have said the same thing 
to this individual in the chairman’s office of the DNC? 

Answer. I don’t have specific knowledge of what I said to that person, but that 
was the general practice. I can’t swear that this is what I said on that occasion, 
but that would have been what I generally would have said. 

Question. Do you recall then speaking with Ms. Hernreich about this request? 

Answer. I spoke with Ms. Hernreich about hundreds of such requests. I do not 
recall having a specific conversation about this request, no. 

Question. Do you recall then contacting this individual back at the DNC, the 
chairman’s office of the DNC, and letting them know that these — that Mr. Chung 
and the Chinese delegation were able to attend the radio address? 

Answer. No, I do not remember. I assume that it probably would have been me 
that would of called them back but I do not recall. 

Question. Do you recall when you would have made that call? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know how Mr. Chung knew that himself and his guests were 
able to attend the radio address? 

Mr. Wilson. I object because particularly based on the prior testimony, I do not 
see how she can know what was in Johnny Chung’s mind, how he might have found 
something out. But with that I hope clarification of the record, if you can answer 
it, go ahead. 

The Witness. I don’t know. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you recall being — do you recall being provided with a list of the indi- 
vidual names of the Chinese delegation, as well as Mr. Johnny Chung, who would 
have attended the radio address? Do you recall getting a list of their names? 

Answer. I don’t specifically recall getting a list of their names. I may have been 
the one that received the list through the DNC and cleared them in but I do not 
specifically recall whether I did. And if I had been the person that Saturday to put 
together the final list, then, yes, I would have gotten the names somehow. 

Question. The final list is usually put together that day, the morning of? 

Answer. The night before, usually. 

Question. And what would you need for every individual who was going to attend 
a radio address? What kind of information would you need? 

Answer. To attend or to clear them in? 

Question. Both. 

Answer. Well, in order to clear someone into the White House, you needed their 
name and date of birth and sometimes Social Security number or passport number. 
But as I indicated before, I did not clear in every single person that came to a radio 
address because other people at the White House could also clear people in and 
would often do so. 

Question. Would this list, this final list, as you call it, of attendees, would that 
have had on it their date of birth, their Social Security number, perhaps,? 

Answer. No. It was not standard practice that we would put that information. 

Mr. McLaughlin. That information was sent to the Secret Service to wave them 
in? 

The Witness. Yes, that is what that was used for. 
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Mr. McLaughlin. You wouldn’t give the President the Social Security numbers 
of the individuals? 

The Witness. No. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. You had mentioned earlier that usually you were present during the 
radio addresses, and you would greet the guests and sometimes introduce them to 
the President; is that correct? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you recall doing that specifically on March 11, 1959? 

Answer. No, I do not recall that specific date or specifically what I did. 

Question. Do you recall being present on March 11, 1995? 

Answer. I do not recall that specific date. I may have been 

Mr. Wilson. Are you asking her if she recalls being present at the radio address 
that Johnny Chung attended? 

Ms. Safavian. Yes. 

The Witness. Yes. I don’t know the date. I assume the date that you are sa 3 dng 
is that address, but there was a radio address that I attended that Mr. Chung also 
attended. Yes, I have a vague recollection, as I stated before, of that radio address, 
yes. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you recall being introduced by Mr. Johnny Chung to this Chinese 
delegation? 

Answer. I don’t specifically recall. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Just so the record is clear, when you say Chinese delega- 
tion — 

The Witness. Yeah. 

Mr. McLaughlin [continuing]. You mean a group of individuals accompanying 
Johnny Chung? Is that the term of art we’re going to use for group of individuals 
accompanying Johnny Chung? 

Ms. Safavian. Yes. That’s the way they’ve been referred to. 

The Witness. That’s never been referred to me that way. But I understood Mr. 
Chung — and I know Mr. Chung came with some other gentleman to a radio address. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Let me show you — and I’m not really sure how to explain what this is. 
Perhaps you can explain it to me. It is — perhaps, it says: At the top. Name List of 
Delegation. And at the very bottom Johnny Chung’s name is listed. And at the top, 
there are several other individuals’ names on this list. 

Answer. Where is Johnny Chung? Oh, down. 

Question. At the bottom under AISI representatives. 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. And at the top of the Name List of Delegation, there’s five gentlemen’s 
names who are listed. And then under the entourage, there’s three, but two are 
crossed off, so there’s only one individual’s name that is listed. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Two are crossed off. And under AISI representative, we have Johnny 
Chung’s name, and there is one name that is crossed out. Have you seen this docu- 
ment before? 

Answer. I just saw it a minute ago. I may have seen it. Actually, I must have 
seen it. That looks like my back-wrote check mark. So I may have seen this docu- 
ment, yes. 

Mr. Wilson. You’re referring to the check mark that is under 3/13 at the top. 

The Witness. Yes. I think that’s my left-handed check mark. I — I may 

Mr. Wilson. If you can identify a backwards check mark as definitively being 
yours, that’s fine. But I don’t want you to speculate because there may be other peo- 
ple who make backwards check marks as well. 

The Witness. Okay. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Ms. Crawford, you make backwards check marks on documents? 
Answer. I’m left-handed. 

Question. Okay. 
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Answer. As I have said so many times before, this was a very long time ago. I 
don’t specifically remember seeing this exact piece of paper. But I’m not going to 
say that I never have seen it. 

Question. Okay. Just so the record is clear, you say that you just saw it a moment 
ago? 

Answer. Isn’t it 

Question. And it was similar to 

Answer. Oh, okay. 

Question [continuing]. It’s not identical — the Richard Sullivan — the letter to Rich- 
ard Sullivan from Johnny Chung. 

Mr. Wilson. Which has been marked as KC-2. 

Ms. Safavian. Right. It’s DNC 3233327. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. This is what you’re referring to? 

Answer. That’s, yeah, similar. 

Question. I was going to say, as you can see, there are differences between the 
two documents. Specifically, some of the names are crossed off. 

Answer. Okay. 

Question. And specifically number 2, the person listed as number 2 on the Name 
List of Delegation, that person’s name was crossed off and is replaced by another 
individual’s name which is handwritten on document EOF 063488. Do you see that? 

Answer. Uh-huh. Uh-huh. 

Question. Is that a yes? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Can you tell me, do you recognize whose handwriting this is with what 
looks like the dates of births by each individuals and this replaced name of number 
2 ? 

Answer. No, I do not recognize that handwriting. 

Question. Do you recognize the handwriting that is on the top right and bottom 
right corners of this page? It looks like it says: Cc colon, Nancy Soderberg, someone 
from DNC asked to let into radio address. Before photos are 

Mr. McLaughlin. Sent. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question [continuing]. Sent out, we need to know if we should not send them. 

N.H. 

Do you know whose handwriting that is? 

Answer. I believe it’s Nancy Hernreich’s handwriting. N.H. would be Nancy 
Hernreich. 

Question. Okay. But you don’t have any specific recollection of this document? 

Mr. Wilson. I mean, seeing the document in this form? 

Ms. Safavian. Either in this form or before it was written on. 

The Witness. No, I don’t have specific knowledge of seeing this document before. 
But I’m not saying that I haven’t. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Okay. Just so the record is clear, when I refer to the Chinese delegation 
and Mr. Chung, those who attended the radio address, we will be referring to the 
gentlemen who are listed on this document, EOF 063488. And I will mark that as 
exhibit KC-3. 

Answer. Okay. 

Ms. Safavian. And if I could just have your copy for a moment. 

[Crawford Deposition Exhibit No. KC-3 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you recall on the day of that radio address, the one that Johnny 
Chung and this delegation of gentlemen attended, do you recall any comments by 
the Fresident to you about Mr. Chung and the delegations’ attendance? 

Mr. Wilson. Before the radio address? 

Ms. Safavian. It would be during or after most likely. Any time. 

Mr. Wilson. But — wait, wait, wait. Let’s narrow it down. Before? Do you want 
any comments the Fresident made about the delegation at any time? I thought the 
question was initially before the radio address, but then it evolved into any time. 

Ms. Safavian. Well, I don’t — I don’t believe I mentioned — I said before in my 
question. 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. What I’m interested in is if you recall the President speaking with you 
on this day, which is March 11th, 1995 about Mr. Johnny Chung and this delegation 
of Chinese businessmen’s attendance at the radio address. 

Answer. After the radio address, as was often the case, once all the guests had 
left the White House or left the oval office area, you know, I would be standing out 
there, as sometimes would Nancy or others. And I have — I can recall the President 
asking who this group of Chinese businessmen were. And I don’t specifically recall 
what he asked. But I — I have a vague recollection that he asked who they were, 
where their request came from, why they were there. 

Question. And who was that request directed to from the President? 

Answer. I don’t specifically recall. Probably Ms. Hernreich or myself because that 
was within our scope of responsibility. And, again, I don’t specifically recall the con- 
versation or what specifically was said. But I believe that the President asked, you 
know, where — why these — or who these people were, why they were there and that, 
while I don’t specifically remember what I answered, I assume that I would have 
said where the request had come from, which was they came through the DNC. It 
was a request from the Chairman’s office. And I believe that the President asked 
to, if I knew who they were or someone at the White House such as someone in 
maybe the National Security Office knew that they were there. 

And while I don’t, again, specifically remember what I said, I assumed that I 
probably said I will make sure that they do. And I believe that he, and as this note 
indicates, wanted us to ensure that we knew who these people were before their 
photographs were sent out because they, as you know, had been at the radio address 
and had their picture made with the President. So I believe that he was concerned 
that, before we sent out the photographs, that we knew exactly who these people 
were. And at that point, I could not answer that question for the President. 

Question. Is it all that you recall him sa 3 dng? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Okay. And at that point 

Answer. I said I don’t specifically recall exactly what he said. I think that was 
the gist of his concern. But I don’t specifically recall the words that he used. 

Question. And at the time the President asked you about 

this 

Answer. I did not indicate that it was me. I said it must have been Nancy 
Hernreich or myself, because we both — this would have fallen into both of our 
scopes of responsibility. 

Question. Okay. I thought you had testified that you couldn’t respond to the ques- 
tion when he asked whether the — whether anything was known about these individ- 
uals. 

Answer. I believe that I did. But I’m not exactly sure. 

Question. Okay. At that point, then, the — these individuals on what has been 
marked as KC-number 3, the NSO had not been notified that these individuals were 
going to attend the radio address. 

Mr. Wilson. You mean in advance of the radio address? 

Ms. Safavian. In advance of the radio address. 

The Witness. I don’t believe that they had, but I’m not sure. But I don’t believe 
that I had notified them. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Is that something that you would have done? 

Mr. Wilson. Wait. Can you just ask that question a different way. You said you 
asked if it was something she did. She said she doesn’t think she did. And then you 
asked if it was something she would have done. Can you just rephrase that or actu- 
ally — the important question is whether Kelly understands what you mean. 

'The Witness. I don’t quite understand what you — what you mean. If you restate 
that or clarify. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Sure. Was it one of your responsibilities or one of your job responsibil- 
ities to have asked the NSC prior to individuals attending the radio address to look 
into their backgrounds or 

Answer. No. 

Question. That would not have been something that you would have been respon- 
sible for doing? 
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Answer. We did not look into backgrounds of people who had attended the radio 
address. No. I believe that this request — I assume this request would have been 
sent to the NSC, because obviously these were individuals from China from another 
country. 

Question. And when you — if you had other individuals from other countries attend 
radio addresses, is that something that somebody in your office would have notified 
the NSC prior to their attendance they radio address? 

Answer. I don’t specifically recall having other individuals from foreign countries 
attend radio addresses, in which case it would have called upon us to tell someone — 
I mean the President — I should clarify that as the President has a couple of friends 
from — a friend from Oxford, who’s from Germany, but he’s a personal friend of the 
President’s that we would not have told the NSC about. 

Question. Are you saying you don’t ever recall foreigners being at radio addresses, 
or are you saying you don’t recall checking out foreigners with the NSC? 

Answer. I don’t recall checking out foreigners with the NSC. 

Question. Okay. And just to clarify, was there — is there somebody else besides 
yourself in the office who — whose responsibility it would have been to contact the 
NSC if someone from a foreign country was going to attend a radio address that 
you know of. 

Answer. I don’t know of anyone else. 

Question. Okay. Can you tell me what happened after the President inquired 
about these individuals? Did you take any action after that? 

Answer. Again, I have — I believe that I would have responded to his inquiry. And 
I have a vague recollection that mayhe I took the list of names to Ms. Soderberg 
or to Tony Lake’s office to say these people have been in the radio address. You 
know, is there a problem with any of the names? Do you know who these people 
are. But I don’t specifically recall what I did on that day. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you recall who you would have contacted at the NSC? 

Answer. On the morning of the radio address? 

Question. No. I am sorry. I thought we determined that you did not contact the 
NSC on the morning of the radio address. 

The Wilson. I don’t think that is what she testified. 

The Witness. No. 

The Wilson. Is it possible to have the reporter read back her answer to that ques- 
tion? 

Ms. Safavian. I don’t think it was a specific question. 

The Witness. The prior question that I just responded to. 

The Wilson. She was testifying about, in response to your question, about what 
Kelly did subsequently with respect to the President’s concern, or some question like 
that. 

The Witness. Uh-huh. What happened that morning. 

The Wilson. I am not sure she specified it as being that morning. But if we could 
just get the question and answer read back then we will all be on the same page. 

[The reporter read back as requested.] 

The Witness. Morning. That’s where we were. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. So you did something that morning, or you 

Answer. I said I did not specifically recall, but I think that I may have responded 
to the President’s inquiry. 

Question. The morning 

Answer. At that time. 

Question. The morning of that radio address on March 1 1th, 1995? 

Answer. I believe I may have. 

Question. Okay. And do you recall who you would have contacted at the NSC? 

Answer. I just. 

Mr. McLaughlin. That’s a weird question because you are asking it in the would 
have form. Why don’t you reconsider the way to get a — a proper way to get the in- 
formation you are looking for, counsel? 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you recall who you contacted at the NSC? 

Answer. I just stated that I may have contacted Ms. Soderberg, Mr. Lake or some- 
one in their office but, no, I do not specifically recall that morning. 
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Question. I have just handed you what — a document that is Bates Stamp 
EOP005438, that is an e-mail from Melanie B. Darby to Rosanne Hill, Stanley Roth 
and Robert Suettinger. 

The date of that is April 7th, 1995. Am I reading that correctly? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Why don’t you go ahead and read that e-mail. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Have you seen this document before? 

The Witness. No. 

Okay. I have read it. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Okay. Do you know who Melanie B. Darby is? 

Answer. I assume it’s Brook Darby, who works at the NSC, but Melanie I have 
never heard Melanie B. Darby. 

Question. Okay. Do you know a Brook Darby at the NSC? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Is she somebody that you contacted regarding the President’s concern 
of Johnny Chung and these individuals from China? 

Answer. I may have, yes. 

Question. Would anybody else in your office have contacted the NSC besides your- 
self? 

The Wilson. You are asking her to speculate? 

Mr. McLaughlin. It’s a weird question, counsel. Would have? After she states 
that she may have contacted somebody you are asking if there is anybody else who 
would have contacted. I don’t think you have laid any kind of a proper predicate 
or foundation to start going into questions like that. 

Furthermore, you are the one who said the committee is not interested in specula- 
tion so I would think you would want to ask a more carefully constructed question. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Can you answer the question? 

Answer. People at the White House on a daily basis talked to every — I mean, it’s 
a very broad, broad question. 

Question. If you look at the third full paragraph down, it states, “It turns out they 
are various Chinese gurus and the POTUS wasn’t sure we’d want photos of him 
with these people circulating around. Johnny Chung, one of the people on the list, 
is coming in to see Nancy Hernreich tomorrow and Nancy needs to know urgently 
whether or not she can give him the pictures. Could you please review the list ASAP 
and give me your advice on whether we want these photos floating around? (FYI- 
these people are major DNC contributors and if we can give them the photos, the 
President’s office would like to do so).” 

Did I read that correctly? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. You had stated that you believe that you did something, you contacted 
the NSC or did something about the President’s request that morning of the radio 
address. 

Answer. I believe so. 

Question. Okay. That was March 11th, 1995. 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge as to why this e-mail requesting that infor- 
mation is dated April 7th, 1995? 

Mr. Wilson. You are asking her why 

The Witness. It is dated that 

The Wilson [continuing]. Brook Darby dated it April 7th or why there isn’t a date 
earlier? I am having a hard time. You are asking her to speculate as to why 

The Witness. It is dated 

The Wilson [continuing]. There isn’t an earlier date on this? 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you recall contacting Brook Darby on April 7th, 1995, about this? 

Answer. I am not saying that I never contacted Brook Darby about this, but I do 
not recall calling her on April 7th, 1995. 

Question. Do you recall it being earlier than April 7th, 1995? 

Answer. No. 

Mr. McLaughlin. You keep saying it as if there was testimony that it happened. 
She may have, I think was her testimony. 
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The Witness. It would not have been unusual for me to call Brook Darby or — 
if this was a situation to follow up with her. I do not know when this occurred. I 
mean, you are asking me to recall something that was several years ago and to re- 
call dates. 

I just — I wish I could do that for you. 1 wish that I could remember everything 
for you. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Was Brook Darby a contact person at the NSC? 

The Witness. Yes. She — it is my understanding that she worked for Nancy 
Soderberg who was like 

Mr. McLaughlin. Can we pause? There is somebody else in the room here. Can 
we go off the record? 

[Recess.] 

Ms. Safavian. Could you read back the last question? 

[The reporter read back as requested.] 

The Witness. Can I clarify my answer? 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 


Question. Sure. 

Answer. I mean, this is not my e-mail. I did not send this e-mail so I don’t know 
why the date would or wouldn’t have been earlier or later. Let’s start again. 

Question. Do you have any recollection of contacting Brook Darby either on April 
7th, 1995, or a day or two before 

April 7th, 1995? 

The Wilson. Why don’t you ask her just if she has a recollection of talking to 
Brook Darby on this subject, because you are going to get hung up if you ask her 
about specific dates. Would that work for you? 

Ms. Safavian. That’s fine. I thought we had covered that earlier. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you have any recollection of speaking with Ms. Darby about these 
individuals? 

Answer. I don’t recall a specific conversation, but it would not have been unusual 
for me to talk to Ms. Darby, and if I was trying to figure out what to do with these 
photographs as the e-mail indicates Nancy was trying to figure out what to do with 
these photographs, so it would not have been unusual for me to have contacted Ms. 
Darby to check up on them and see where — what we should do with them. 

Question. Okay. And you testified that you have never seen this document before? 

Answer. No, I have never seen it. 

Ms. Safavian. Before I forget, let me mark that as Exhibit KC-4. 

[Crawford Deposition Exhibit No. KC-4 was marked for identification.] 

examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. Let me hand you now another e-mail. This time it is from Robert 
Suettinger. It is also dated April 7th, 1995. And if you would just go ahead and take 
a moment to take a look at that. 

Answer. Okay. 

Ms. Safavian. Just so the record is clear, this document we are looking at is EOF 
005439, which I will mark as Exhibit KC-5. 

[Crawford Deposition Exhibit No. KC-5 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Ms. Crawford, have you ever seen this document before? 

Answer. I don’t believe I have ever seen this, no. 

Question. Do you recall or have any recollection of Ms. Darby contacting you in 
response to the White House’s request to look into the background of these individ- 
uals? 

Answer. I am sorry. Will you repeat the question again? 

Question. Sure. Do you recall Ms. Darby contacting you, in response to your office 
or the White House request for the NSC to look into the backgrounds of these indi- 
viduals? 

Answer. I vaguely recall her — yes, her contacting me and telling me some of what 
is in here, but I don’t think I have seen this document. 

Question. Okay. Do you recall when she would have contacted you? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. Was it by correspondence or by telephone? Do you recall how she 
contacted you? 



779 


Answer. I don’t remember. 

Question. And can you tell me what she said? 

Answer. I don’t recall specifically, although — although, I mean, again, in this situ- 
ation I have heard press accounts of an e-mail saying that, you know, Johnny 
Chung was — some of this language that was in here. So I am not sure if it is from 
my knowledge of talking with Brook or from my, you know, hearing other accounts 
of what this e-mail said. But some of it sounds familiar. 

Question. Do you recall — first of all, do you know — we will just go forward a little 
bit. Do you know whether the White House released the photos of Johnny Chung 
and the Chinese delegation with the President? 

Answer. I don’t know for sure whether they were released or not, no. I don’t re- 
member sending them out, but I am not saying that they were or weren’t sent out. 

Question. Okay. Do you recall whether or not you would have waited to hear from 
the NSC to make the decision whether to send these out, is that something that 
your office would have done? 

Answer. I would have waited probably. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. That would have been my normal practice, if I had made an inquiry 
about this, then I would have followed up, as this indicates. 

Question. Okay. I know you say you don’t recall exactly what Ms. Darby said to 
you. You just have a recollection alaout some of these items in this e-mail. Do you 
recall whether her advice to you was to release the photos or not to release the 
photos? 

Answer. I don’t recall. But I assume that 

Mr. Wilson. I caution you not to assume. 

The Witness. Okay. 

Mr. Wilson. If you want to talk about your normal practices, that’s fine. 

The Witness. I don’t recall. 

Mr. Wilson. I don’t want anyone to suggest that something you are assuming or 
speculating about is something that actually happened. 

Mr. McLaughlin. I am sorry. Could we go off the record? 

[Off the record.] 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Back on the record. Do you recall having a conversation with Ms. 
Hernreich about whether to release these photos to Johnny Chung? 

Answer. I am not saying that I did or didn’t have a conversation, but I don’t recall 
a specific conversation, but I am not sa 3 dng whether one did or didn’t occur. I just 
don’t recall. 

Question. Okay. Let me show you a memorandum dated March 28th, 1995, from 
Betty Currie. If you will just take a look at that real quick. 

Answer. I don’t quite understand it. 

Question. First of all, have you seen this document before, this memo? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know who Betty Currie is? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who is she? 

Answer. She is the President’s secretary. 

Question. Okay. Do you know who this John is that it seems to be addressed to? 
Answer. Huh-uh. 

Question. Does John Frieburg mean anything? 

Answer. Jonathan Frieburg? 

Question. Jonathan Frieburg, does that mean an 3 dhing to you? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who was that? 

Answer. He was an intern in our office. 

Question. Was there anything in particular that he did which he would get a 
memo from Betty Currie about? 

Answer. I don’t understand. I am sorry. I don’t quite understand your question. 
Question. You said he was an intern in the President’s office? 

Answer. In the President’s office. He worked for me. 

Question. I am sorry? He worked for who? 

Answer. He worked with me. 

Question. He worked with you? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. Was he also involved in assisting to prepare for the radio addresses of 
the President? 
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Answer. I mean, as much as he sat next to me and may have accepted a phone 
call or two or worked with the pictures afterwards, but he did not have a primary 
role. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. But I — I mean, do you — do we know that that is who this was to? 

Question. It doesn’t state so — it doesn’t say on the memo. 

Answer. I mean, pardon, but it could have been the number one — I mean — no one 
called it 

Mr. Wilson. It could be anything. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. This is a redacted copy and we can only do the best with what we have 
got. 

Answer. I won’t speculate. 

Question. That’s fine. Looking at the paragraph, the only paragraph, that is still 
on the memo, it states, Ceandra Scott called. She was concerned about Johnny 
Chung. She stated that we should have called them prior to their coming to the 
radio address. Apparently they were in Maggie’s office when the request came, and 
Maggie said she didn’t know but to contact DNC. 

Answer. But I don’t understand the second sentence. Apparently they were? Who 
is “they”? 

Question. Well, I was going to ask you, do you know? 

Answer. Do I understand this? No. 

Question. Do you know what this is in reference to? 

Answer. No. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Just so we are clear, this reference is to you; it is not from you; 
you have never seen it? 

The Witness. I have never seen it and I would not comment on it because it 
doesn’t make any sense. I mean, I am sorry. 

I don’t understand it. I shouldn’t say it doesn’t make sense. I don’t understand 
it. 

examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. Looking at this does not — you are unable to shed any light? 

Answer. Speculate, I am unable to even speculate 

Question. Okay. 

Answer [continuing]. What this is. 

Ms. Safavian. Since we did discuss it, let me mark that as KC-6. 

[Crawford Deposition Exhibit No. KC-6 was marked for identification.] 

examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. Ms. Crawford, do you recall receiving any phone calls from individuals 
in the First Lady’s office or somebody at the DNC asking about whether or not the 
White House was going to release these photos of Johnny Chung and the Chinese 
delegation? 

Mr. Wilson. Are you talking about phone calls from the First Lady’s office? 

Ms. Safavian. From the First Lady’s office or the DNC. 

Mr. McLaughlin. That’s a compound question. Why don’t you ask her one at a 
time? 

Mr. Wilson. If you can answer. 

The Witness. I don’t have specific — I mean, I dealt with maybe 50 to 100 radio 
addresses and there were 50 to 100 people in every radio address and there were 
pictures from all of them. I don’t have a specific recollection. It would not be un- 
usual that people would call and say, hey, can I pick up so and so’s pictures; can 
I get this? It would not be unusual. I am not telling you that it never happened 
but I don’t have a specific recollection of a specific call asking for these specific pic- 
tures. 


examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. Let me show you a letter from Johnny Chung to Maggie Williams dated 
April 5, 1995; if you could just go ahead and take a quick look at that. 

Answer. Ub-huh. 

Question. Do you recall Maggie Williams ever contacting you or anybody else in 
your office about tbe status of these pbotograpbs? 

Answer. Again, I just — I tbink I just answered tbe question. I do not have a spe- 
cific recollection of a contact about these specific pbotos, but I cannot sit bere today. 
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three years later, and tell you that a conversation did or did not occur. I dealt with 
hundreds of photographs and hundreds of requests to get these photographs. 

Mr. McLaughlin. So after viewing this letter, which is neither to you nor from 
you nor mentions you, your answer is still the same as it was before? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. McLaughlin. This document does not refresh your recollection? 

The Witness. No. 

Ms. Safavian. Let me mark that as KC No. 7. 

[Crawford Deposition Exhibit No. KC-7 was marked for identification.] 
EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Ms. Crawford, I am now handing you a feix cover sheet from Johnny 
Chung to Carol Khare. The subject is Photo. In the comments it says, quote: The 
White House assures me that you now have the pictures. Hurray. If you don’t, give 
me a call. Have a good trip. 

Does this refresh your recollection at all that the White House released these pho- 
tographs to Johnny Chung? 

Answer. No, it does not refresh my recollection. I don’t know who Carol Khare 
is. 

Ms. Safavian. Okay. Let me mark that as Exhibit KC No. 8. 

[Crawford Deposition Exhibit No. KC-8 was marked for identification.] 

Mr. McLaughlin. Of course the document speaks for itself but it says that you 
may have the pictures. It also says, if you don’t. So I don’t think that this document 
provides any indication one way or the other. It is a uniquely unhelpful refreshing 
device. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Ms. Crawford, do you recall when in July you left the President’s office? 
I know you said it was July of 1995. 

Answer. I don’t. I can get the date for you but I don’t specifically recall what — 
when it was. I think it was July. 

Question. Okay. Let me — because we don’t know the exact date, let me see if you 
have any knowledge about this next exhibit, which is — includes several pages. The 
first page is an AISI fax cover page from Betty Currie for Irene from Johnny Chung. 

If you will just go ahead and take a look at the 5 pages that are attached to this. 

Ms. Crawford, do you recall ever seeing this document before? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of Johnny Chung making a request to Betty 
Currie of the President providing him with a credential letter? 

Answer. I have no knowledge. 

Question. Would you have ever written any correspondence on behalf of the Presi- 
dent in your duties as staff assistant? 

Answer. No, I did not write correspondence from the President in my duties. 

Question. Who normally would do that, do you know? 

Mr. Wilson. Who? 

Mr. McLaughlin. Who normally would what? 

Mr. Wilson. Who normally wrote any correspondence? 

Ms. Safavian. Yes, it is very general. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Who normally would write correspondence? 

Answer. The correspondence department or the personal correspondence depart- 
ment would normally write correspondence for the President 

Ms. Safavian. Okay. Let me just mark that as Exhibit KC No. 9. 

[Crawford Deposition Exhibit No. KC-9 was marked for identification.] 

Ms. Safavian. If you will just give me a minute, we may be about done. 

The Witness. Good. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Back on the record. Ms. Crawford, you had testified earlier that the 
President expressed concern about whether to release these photos to these individ- 
uals who were from China. Do 

Answer. Can I just clarify? He expressed concern, did we know who these people 
were. I believe part of the concern may have also been that he had had his picture 
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made with them, but I don’t think he specifically told me what his exact concern 
was. 

Question. Okay. Do you have any recollection of the President ever expressing 
concern or questioning any other individual’s attendance at a radio address? 

Answer. I don’t specifically recall other instances but, like I said, the radio ad- 
dress was a time for his friends and family and staff members and their family 
members. So I don’t believe that there was another instance that I can specifically 
recall, that there were people in the radio address that he did not know and that 
I did not know exactly who they were, or Nancy did not know exactly who they 
were. 

Ms. Safavian. Okay. That’s all I have, I believe. Minority counsel may have a few 
questions to ask you. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Yes, I do want to go over something. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. MCLAUGHLIN: 

Question. I am sorry that the prior questioning has been so confused but I just 
want to walk through it. 

Answer. I would just say it is very confusing. 

Question. It has been very confusing. I am sorry about that. I just want to walk 
through this sort of sequence of events following the radio address and what you 
do and don’t recall about them just so it is clear for the record. 

Let me — without turning to any of the documents, can you just state your under- 
standing of what, just — whatever way you think is appropriate, of what happened 
following the radio address that Johnny Chung attended and what steps you may 
or may not have taken? 

Answer. Sure. As I mentioned, I recollect that the President seemed concerned 
that — as I have said, this radio address was a very informal gathering and that 
there were — it was an unusual group on this Saturday in that these businessmen 
from China were attending the radio address, and so the President, I believe, voiced 
his concern to me and/or Nancy, saying, who are these people? Do we know where 
they — you know, who requested their attendance? 

And since I didn’t have a really good answer, although I believe I said that the 
request came from the DNC, I believe he asked me and/or Nancy to check with Tony 
Lake or the National Security Council. 

And I don’t specifically recall what I did that morning, but I am basing what I 
am telling you on what I — normal practice if the President asked me to check some- 
thing out, I assume I would have done it in a timely fashion. 

Question. So was it a normal practice for you to contact Brook Darby if you had 
to have an interaction with the NSC? Would she normally be the person you would 
contact? 

Answer. Yes. As we actually — when I got up to use the restroom, we were talking 
about this. But she is — it is my understanding that she was the assistant to the 
staff director, I think is what Nancy titled — Nancy Soderberg’s title was. So she was 
sort of my counterpart at the NSC. 

Question. And then would it be normal practice for the person that you contacted 
at the NSC to also be the person to contact you back and relay whatever informa- 
tion had to be relayed back from the NSC? 

Answer. I am sorry. Can you state that again? 

Question. It was a confusing question. I am falling into that trap. 

If you contacted Brook Darby with a question, would it be normal practice for 
Brook Darby to contact you back with whatever information had to be passed back? 

Answer. Yes. Yes. 

Question. Okay. Can I direct your attention to the exhibit that’s been marked KC- 
4? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. If I recall your earlier testimony, you may have contacted somebody at 
the NSC the day of the radio address or shortly thereafter? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. Okay. Turning to Exhibit 4, the second sentence of the third full para- 
graph states, Johnny Chung, one of the people on the list, is coming to see Nancy 
Hernreich tomorrow and Nancy needs to know urgently whether or not she can give 
him the pictures. 

Is it possible that you might have made a second call to Brook Darby or somebody 
else on the NSC staff in light of the fact that Johnny Chung was coming in in per- 
son, or according to this document was coming in in person? 

Answer. Absolutely. That’s very likely. 

Question. It is entirely possible you made one contact? 
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Answer. Yes. 

Question. You made a second contact later? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. You don’t recall specifically? 

Answer. No. 

Question. But it is possible? 

Answer. It is very possible. 

Mr. Wilson. You need to let him finish the question before you answer. 

The Witness. I am sorry. 

Mr. McLaughlin. That’s all I have. I want to thank you on behalf of the Minority 
members of the committee. We want to thank you for the time to speak with us. 
The Witness. Absolutely. 

Ms. Safavian. That’s all we have. Thank you. 

The Witness. Great. Thank you. 

[Whereupon, at 11:55 a.m., the deposition was concluded.] 

[The exhibits referred to follow:] 
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AISI_ 

— AUTOMATED INTELLIGENT SYSTEMS, iNC. 

2771 Plaza Del Amo • Suita «609* Torrance. CA 90503 •Tel: (310) 325-3883 • Fax: (310) 328-4196 


Febmaiy27, 1995 
(Via Fax) 

Mr. Richard Sullivan 
DNC 

(202)863-7187 


Dear Richard, 


How are you? I am going to need your help again. I am bringing with me the delegation from China 
This is a group of veiy imponant and powerful business leaders from China They will be in D.C. 
from 3/7 to 3/11 and will be staying at J.W. Marriou, (202) 393-2000, 1331 Pennsylvania N.W. . 
Washington DC. Enclose please find the name list and their personal information. 


As 1 have mentioned on the phone, their main purpose would be as follows: 

1 .) Meet President Clinton D-o-v 



2.) Meet Vice President Al Gore 


3 ,) Have lunch at the Mess (White House) 


4) Tour the White House 


5.) Meet Secretary Ron Brown 


Please help me make arrangements accordingly. Thank you in advance for aU your help. I will see 
you soon: 



Chairmart/CEO 

JC;iw 

End. 


^ EXHIBIT 
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Nema LUtof Dsidsatlon 


fiiikJd- <5i>Q-X»v^ 
" 6 jt ^ 


V^ 1} HonDyo2h«no ^ 

Chairman. Cnina Couneingr the PfomoUon of lni«m«ilon«i Troda (CCPIT) y y 

Chairman, China Chambar of Imomatlonal Commaroa (CCOIC) y 


PraalOent. China Patr^Chamieai Corporallan 


v<j.) Jlehun HuanQ ^ /"* / “T* *“ 2 ^ 

Vice President, China internallanal Tnjst end fnvdilment Corporation 

v/-<.) Ranthona Weng 

Vica Chairman & Praitoanc.' enanonai Aj eharanoidlne Corporalien 


S.J Jamae J. Sun 


' ^ A 


Young Sntrapranaur of Xinjiang. *«lf mada muitl>mltller)aifa, Urumgl Telna industry Co. 


* JIanlong 

L Chiaf. 


Entourage ^ 

ru ^..2 - a ^ 

Amarteart A Ocaanie Affairs Division. Liaison Dapartmant. CCPIT & CCOIC 


' :.) Ji e Trtfl — 




AiSI Rsprsssntativas 


Johnny Chung • CnalrrraiVCEO ^ ^ - 



eOP 063458 
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CLASS: UNCLASSIFIED 
DISPOSITION: RECORD 
Traosmtssion; 07-Apf-S5 10:t2 am 
SENDSR: Daft>y. Melanie B . 

SUBJECT: Subject PHOTOS? (UNCLASSIFIED] 
TO: Hill. Roseanne M. 

Rod. Stanley O. 

Suettinger. Robert L 

CC: NO COs on THIS MESSAGE 


Af\ odd srtuabon on which I need some guidance for the President's office 
asap: , 

A couple of weeks ago. late Friday night, the head of the ONC asked the 
President's office to indude several people in the Presidertfs Saturday 
Radio Address. They did so, not knowing arrylhing about them except that 
they were ONC contributors. ' 

It turns out they are various Chinese gurus and the POTUS %vasn*l sure we’d 
want photos of him with these people drculating around. Johnny Chung, one 
of the people on the list is coming in to see Nancy Hcmreich tomofrow and 
Nancy needs to know urgentty whether or not she can give him the pictures. 

Could you please review the list asap and give me your advice on whether we 
want these photos floating around? (FYl - these people are major DNC 
contributors and if we can give them the photos, the Presidenfs office ' 
would like to do so): 

HONGYE ZHENG 

Chairman. China Coundl for the Promotion of InH Trade (CCPIT) 

Chairman. China Chamber of InfJ Commerce (CCOIC) 

YAN SANZHONG 

President, China Petro-Chemica! Corporation 
JICHUN HUANG 

V/ice President, China Infl Trust and Investment Corp. 

RSNZHONG WANG 

Vice Chairman and Preadent, Shanghai AJ Shareholding Corp. 

JAMES J. SUN 

Young Entrepeneur of Xinjiang, self-made fnuto-milliof«ire. Unjmqi Taihe 
industry Co, 

JIANIONG YU 

Chief, Amencan and Oceanic Affairs Division. Latsion Department. CCPIT & 

CCOIC 

JOHNNY CHUNG 
Chairman & CEO. AlSl 

Thanns very much for your help. 

j exhibit 

i Kcii 
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CLASS; UWCLASSIFieO 
DISPOSmON; RECORD 
Tran«mlcsii«n: 07-Apf-8S 11^4 gm 
SSNOSR: Susttfnger, Reben L. 

SUBJECT; S«biect RS: PMOTOS7 (UNCLASSIFISOJ 
TO: Darby, Melange B. 

CC; Roth, Staniey O. 


The Joym ef balancing fsrotgn poley aonslderstionc agairst domerte 
peMes. . . I dont aaa anyiaedng damage to U.S, foreign pctcf from 
gmg Jatwiy Chung the ptebras. A/id le the dagraa ft moihmtR him ta 
eonttnua oenftbufing to ffte ONC. «tw am I to aomptoM NoJOw do I a»e 
any inaftoyad banafit. afther. Btft m ter at Cm otbof Ctinaaa on tba lot 
are eoAoamad. (bey al aeem to be bona Me (prvaoot or fonnoO CHhooo 
effidak. (te peaftte aoaptfon of Jamct Y. Sot Votai g anffaprenair 
end caff-made mffianabe.* Get aome doubtt ttare. Notnlff landing that, 
eMsa guys wC al hartg the pleaaaa art tig wo0 and faaf gratafti for ft 
memory. 

But a eautton — a wamfttg of fiAaa dtft vu. Ha^g rel c ana y eeusaiad a 
yoiftg htom from the Pftst Lad/a adte had boon offa^ a 'draam Job* 
by Johnny Chong, ( thtnk he ahoiid be ftaated wfth a pft>A ef tuipUon. My 
impresden k that he's a huedar, and appears to be irwo t ved in aatdng iq) 
soma kind ef eonajUng operation ff>at thdve by bringing Chbteae 
enoaprerteurs into tcnMn for ai^ocbre ta high-level U.S. oflctelc. My 
concern k that he mC aontfanue to make efforts to brtng hk "itlandc* into 
contact v,nh Che POTUS and FLOTUS « to shew one and aD he k a Mg shot 
thereby enhancing hk business. I'd verwjre a guess that net afl hk 
business ventures — or those of hk dkns — weald be ones the President 
would support. I ako predict that he become a royal pak. because he 
will eipact to get similar treatment for future visits. He w(l be 
parsklent. 

Bob 

PfOiTi Derby, M. Brooiie 

To' @ASlA - Akan Affairs 

CC- /R, Rasord at At 

Sus/ert: PHOTOS? (UNCLASSiFigO] 

Dele: Friday. Aprli 07. 1955 01:12 PM 

An odd efluaflcn ®n which I need some gu/aaneo lor the Preaident's office 
asap. 

A eeueic ef weeks ego. lete Friday night, die head of me ONC asked the 
President'c office to ndude aeverai people in me Prebdenfs Saeardey 
Rsdie Address, They did so. noi knowing anyming about mem except that 
they were ONC contributors. 

If rums out they e*-* various Chinese gurus end the POTuS wesnt tore we'd 
w*ni pneios of him with mese people arculating around. Johnny Chung, one 
o/ me people on me tst. k coming in to see Nancy Hemreich lomorrow end 
Nincy needs le know urgenOy whemer or noi she can give Ism the pictures. 
Could you please review m« ktt ssap and gfve me your advice on whether we 
went mese photos floaong around? (FY! - mese people arc major DNC 
conmoutofs and if we can give them me phoios. me Presidonis office 
would like lo do so). 


EOP 0054J9 
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MEMORANDUM 


FROM; Betty Currie 

DATE; March 28. 1995 

Jon 


2. Ccandra Scon called - She was concerned .about Johnny Chung, 
one statea mat we snouio nave caiiea mem prior to their coming to me 
tsaoio Auaress. Apparently mey were m Maggie s onice wnen request 
t<uiie anu Maggie said she didn't know, but to contact DNC I 


non-responsive 

Material 

redacted 
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AISI _ 

AUTOMATED INTEUIGENT SYSTEMS. INC. 

2771 Plaza Del Amo* Suite #809 •Torrance. CA 90503 •Tel; (310) 326-3883 • Fax: (310) 328-4196 


April 5. 1995 

{Via Fax 202 456-6244) 

Margaret Williams 
Assistant to the President and 
Chief of Staff to the First Lady 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20506 

Dear Ms. Williams, 

I have an important issue here that needs your assistance. As you always know, I am 100% 
supportive of the First Lady's Office and I am always delighted to wori< with DNC at every occasion. 
The China Business Delegation led by Chairman Zheng Hongye met with President Clinton and took 
some pictures after the radio address on March 11, 1995. It's been over three weeks. 1 have not 
seen any of the pictures. I have learned from Mr. Richard Sullivan of DNC that the National Security 
Council is holding on to those pictures. 

In my opinion, if we allow them to take the pictures with our President then we should be courteous 
enough to let them have the pictures. I am going to China next week and I do need to bring those 
pictures with me. I have run out of excuses to tell them why the pictures are taking forever. I really 
appreciate your help in solving this minor issue. 

I look forward to seeing you this weekend at Mr. Steven Spieisberg's party. Thank you again for 
everything. / 



JCrrw 


; exhibit 


BUILDING THE U.S. FAX HIGHWAY TODAY 


JCH15013 
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tenatd L. Fowler OinitepherJ. Dodd 

OFFICE OF THE CHAIRMEN Ctfurra! Out» 

FH 202-Sti5-8m 
FAX202^-«174 

FAX COVER SHEET 



■nfiS MESSAGE IS D/TENDEO ONtY FOR TKS IWE OF THE ^MDUAL OR ENTITY TO WHICH FT » 
• -AOORESSEO. THIS MESSAGE MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION THAT IS PRIVILEGED. CONFIDENTIAL AND 
EXEMPT FROM DBCLOSURS UNDER APPLICABLE LAW. if READER OF THIS MESSAGE IS NOT THE 
INTENDED RECIPIENT OR THE EMPLOYEE OR AGENT RES?0nSBLB FOR DCLIVBJUNC THE MESSAGE 
TO THE INTENDED RECIPIENT YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY DISSEMINATION, 
DISTRIBUTION. OR COPYING OF TWS COMMUNICATION IS STRICTLY PROHIBITEO. IF YOU HAVE 
RECEIVED THIS COMMUNICATION IN ERROR. PLEASE NOTIFY US IMMEDIATELY BY TELEPHONE AND 
RETURN THE ORIGINAL ><nsSACE TO US AT THE ADDRESS BELOW VIA THE U.5. POSTAL SERVICE. 
THANK YOU. 


D«ft«ocj»»te Party . 4J0 Souih CapiiolS«wt. S.t 

liii- b« the Ovuii^ RMle N;un>ii»l C.in.cr,i.icv 


Tv*»»binj;i«B. D.C. S0M3 • 203.B6S.8000 • FAX: 202JB3J174 
H* *lic DemaicTBtir Ns»I«;iiiiI (Lmimiiiue are nni mi deductible. 
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AISI 


FAX COVER PAGE^ 

AUTOMATED INTELLIGENT SYSTEMS, INC. 


5e.Fb (jAihz 


Date ; iTime ; 


Fax Number: >ggj. , 


From : ^i^E/Ver -fei/ G5»hnn</| 


For Information CalE' (310) 328-3^883 J 


Total Pages including This Cover Page : ^ 


Pk^ -Uf Pr.s',cW 

a JlttttA J ^ 

LUi. 1-f ^ 

TivivJ?. ^ E/ Mhf- 




i exhibit 

1 


Building The U. S. Fax Highway Today 

2771 Plaza Del Amo Suite 0OS. Torrance CA 90503 


EOP 005053 










July 25, 1995 


Mr. Johnny Chung 
Chairman/CEO 

Automated Intelligent Systems, Inc. 

2771 Plaza Del Amo, #309 
Torrance, CA 90503 

Dear Johnny, 

It was good seeing you again last week. I want to thank you for the essential role you play in bridging 
our diverse communities and your help with my Administrtion. Your efforts in helping to open 
communications between China and the United States are much appreciated. 

Congratulations on a job well done. 


Sincerely, 
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BILL CLINTON 


Ocl()her 3. 1 994 


Johnny Cluing 
Cfmirmnn/CEO 

Aufninntcd InlelligcrU Systems. Inc. 

277J PJar.a Del Arnn 
Suiie 809 

Torrance, C.Tliforniji 90503 
Denr Jcilinny; 

riensc let me extend my appreciation lo you for your participation in tny 
birthday celebration with your family on August 2nd. Your outstanding 
support and dedication to this Adniinisiration is benefiting Americans 
ncro.ss the naliori. 

I also want to express to you how essential your role has been in helping to 
bridge f>uf country* diverse cotontuniiies. Your efforts to open lines of 
cornnutnictilion between our Administration and the Talwane.se Amerieun 
conirminiiy arc mucii appreciated. 

Again, th.ank you for your support and for a job well done. 


.Sincerely, 



eOP 005055 
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A I Cl fax cover page 

I I AUTOMATED INTELLiGENI SYSItMS. INC. 




Date : 


: 1 ^- 


Time : 


From: OohnnM (Qiu’ 


For Information Oalr :■ (310) 328/3883 


lyJjTwv^ 

(310) 328)3 


Fax Number: 


Total Pages Including This Cover Page : 





Building The U. S. Fax Highway Today 

2771 Plaza Del Amo Suite 809. Torrance CA 90503 






DuQild L Fowler 
Nalimal Otair 


Chri«opfief y 
GtntraJ 


Jiily2i, 1S95 


Mr. Johnny Chung 
Chainnaa^CEO 

Automated latsUigenx Systems, Inc. 

2771 Plaza Del Amo, il809 
Tonanoe, CA 90503 

Dear Johnny: 

Than): you ibr stopping by my office; I really enjoyed meeting your guestl. You are to be 
commended for your efforts to build t bridge berween the people of China and the United 
States. I want to express my appreciation to you for being a fiiend and a great supporter 
ofthaDNC- 

Good luck on your trip to China and please keep me informed, i hank you. 


Sincerely, 



Donald L. Fowler 


DLP/aed 


EOP 005057 
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Name Lfst of Delegation 


1. ) Hengy«Zh«n 9 

Chairman, China Council for the PromoUon of lr>tamationa( Trade (CCPU) 

Chairman. China Chamber of International Commerce (CCOIC) 

2. ) HuarenSheng 

President. China Petro-Chemical Corporation 

3. ) Jiehun Huang 

Vice President, China international Trust and investment Corporation 

4. ) RenzhongWang 

Vice Qtairman & President, Shanghai AJ Shareholdtng Corporation 

5. ) James J. Sun 

Young Entrepreneur of Xinjiang, seif made multi-minionaire, Urumqi Tauhe industry Co. 


Entourage 


1 . ) Jienlong Yu 

Chief. American & Oceanic Affairs Division, Liaison Departmant, CCPIT & CCOiC 

2. ) Suxin Tang 

Secretary to Mr. Huaren Sheng 

3. ) Jie Tang 

Interpreter, SINOPEC 


AISI Representatives 


1. ) Johnny Chung • Chairmen/CEO 

2. ) Alt Liang • Managing Oireetor/Executiva V.P. 


lilllUI DNC 3233327 
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Resune 


Zheng Hongye 

Hr. Zheng Hongye was born in Harbin, Heilongjiang Province in 
September 1929. He was engaged in trade and econonic affairs 
in the Kortheast Region of China fron 1947 to 1954; 
transferred to the China Council for the Promotion of 
International Trade (CCPIT) in 1955 and worked as Deputy 
Division Chief successively in the Department of Foreign 
Exhibition in China, Liaison Department and Department of 
Chinese Exhibitions Abroad; served as Commercial Councilor of 
the Chinese Embassy in Australia and then in Greece from 1973 
to 1979; )Mcame Deputy Director and then Director of the 
Liaison Department of cc^IT in 1979; appointed Vice Chairman 
of CCPIT in 1981; served as Minister-Counsellor (Commercial) of 
the Chinese Embassy in Japan 1984; resumed his post as Vice 
Chairman of CCPIT after he returned from Japan in 1986; 
concurrently became Vice Chairman of the China Chamber of 
international Commerce (CCOIC) in 1988. He assiuaed the post as 
Acting Chairman of CCPIT and CCOIC since October 1989. 

Mr. . Zheng Hongye is a member of the Seventh and Eighth Chinese 
People's Political Consultative Conference, Chairman of the 
China International Economic and Trade Arbitration Commission, 
Chairman of the China Maritime Arbitration Commission, 

Chairman of the Economic and Trade Coordination Committee for 
the Two Sides of the Straits, Chairman of the Association of 
China Foreign Service Trade and a concurrent professor of 
Xiamen University. Mr. Zheng Hongye is also Chairman of the 
China Committee of the International Chamber of Commerce. 


Sheng Huaren 

Mr. Sheng Huaren, born in September 1935, is President of 
China Petro-Cheaical Corporation, Chairman of China 
International United Petroleum and chemicals Co. Ltd, and 
concurrently Vice Chairman of China-Korea Economic Council. 

Mr. Sheng was born in Yancheng city, Jiangsu Province. He 
studied in Subei Cooperative Insititute for Cadres in Vangzhou 
city, Jiangsu Province in 1951. He used to be a statistician 
and plan-draftar in Subei General Cooperative commune and the 
Finance and Econonmy Committee of Subei Administrative Office; 
apprentice, technician and deputy sit# director of Nanjing 
Construction Company; Deputy Director of the Long-term 
Planning Department in the Ministry of combustible Chemical 
Industry and the Hinietry of Petro-chemical Industry; vice 
President of China Petro-chemical Corporation. 


lilliilliiillilliiilllDNC 3233328 
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Huang Jlchun 

Mr. Huang Jichun« Oiractor and Viea Praaidant of China 
International Trust and invastnant Corporation (CITXC) , was 
bom in 1933. Ha graduatad from the University of Northeast 
Technology, China in 1955 and attended the Executive Program 
in Business Administration (EPBA) of Columbia University, 
U.S.A. in 1989. Hr. Huang is acting also as a professor and 
senior engineer as well as the Executive Director of China 
Nonferrous Hetals society, a member of American Society of 
Metals and a member of Chinese society of Investment. 

In CZTIC, Hr. Huang is in charge of investment and trade both 
at home and abroad as well as enterprise management. 

Mr. Huang's professional capability is specifically excellent 
in the metal and material fields. He used to be responsible 
for the scientific and technical R a O, production management 
and foreign trade of nation'-vide non-ferrous metals sector 
during 1983 to 1987 as vice President of China National Non- 
ferrous Metals Industry Corporation. Mr. Huang was also 
heavily engaged in elaborating the long-term strategic plan 
for the scientific and technical development of the Chinese 
metallurgical industry while working in the Ministry of 
Metallurgical Industry from 1958 to 1982. He is very 
experienced in production, management and foreign trade and 
can manage English as a working language very well. 


Wang Renfhong 

7/1992-Present Shanghai AJ Corporation, Shanghai 

Vice Chairman, Presidont(C.E.O. ) 

11/1990-7/1992 Shanghai Patriotic construction corp. 

Vice Chairman, President 


2/1986-11/1990 Shanghai Investment t Trust Corp. 

Board Director, Executive Vice President 
in charge of international trading, 
investment and other technology related 
business 


1/1985-2/1986 

2/1976-12/1984 


3/1963-2/1976 


Shanghai Investment 6 Trust Corp. 
senior Vice President 

responsible for all international trading 

Bureau of Aerospace Industry, Shanghai 
Dirsctor of Quality Assurance, Chief 
Production Engineer and standing Member of 
science and Technology Commission’ 

Plant No. 155 of the China Aviation Industry 
Ministry,' Harbin 


DNC 3233329 
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6/1952-3/1963 

Technical Title: 

Educeticn: 

Personal: 


Plant Ho. 120 of the China Aviation 
Industry/ Harbin 

Superintendent, Production Engineer 
Researcher 

Graduate of the Yenching University, Beijing 
Born in China on Kay 1932, Married 


liillililiillililllililDNC 3233330 
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Rtcume 


James J. Sun 

Mr. Sun was bom on November 28. 1962 in Her Nan Province, China. He is the President of 
Xinjiang Taihe Enterprise Croup Co. Ltd. and aiso a seif made millionaire. He formed the Taihe 
Enterprise in 1900. Currently the Taihe Group consist of Taihe Real Estate Co. who's projects 
includes the four star Taihe Hotel in Urumqi, Taihe Kangle Developing Co. and Taihe Battery Co. 
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AISI Representatives 


1. ) Johnny Chung • Chairmarv/CEO 

2. ) Art Liang « Managing Oirector/Executiva V.P. 

3. } Iran# Wu • Delegation Adminlstrtor 

4. ) George Liu • Special Assistant to Chairman (East Coast) 

5. ) David Chen • Spedal Assistant to Chainnan (Beijing) 

6. ) Nancy Quo* Secretary to Chaiiman/CEO 


DNC 3233332 
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[The deposition of Carol Khare follows:] 

Executive Session 

Committee on Government Reform and Oversight, 

U.S. House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 

DEPOSITION OF: CAROL KHARE 

Monday, November 10, 1997 

The deposition in the above matter was held in Room 2247, Rayburn House Office 
Building, commencing at 1:15 p.m. 

Appearances: 

Staff Present for the Government Reform and Oversight Committee: Jennifer 
Safavian, Investigative Counsel; Robert A. Rohrbaugh, Senior Investigative Counsel; 
Jason Hopfer, Majority Staff; Christopher Lu, Minority Counsel; and Michael J. 
Yeager, Minority Counsel. 

For MS. KHARE: 

W. NEIL EGGLESTON, ESQ. 

EVAN J. WERBEL, ESQ. 

HOWREY & SIMON 

1299 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20004-2402 

Ms. Safavian. Good morning. On behalf of the members of the Committee on 
Government Reform and Oversight, I appreciate and thank you for appearing here 
today. This proceeding is known as a deposition. The person transcribing this pro- 
ceeding is a House reporter and notary public. I will now request the reporter place 
you under oath. 

THEREUPON, CAROL KHARE, a witness, was called for examination by Counsel, 
and after having been first duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 

Ms. Safavian. I would like to note for the record those present at the beginning 
of this deposition. My name is Jennifer Safavian, and I am the designated Majority 
counsel for the committee. I am accompanied today by Jason Hopfer, who is with 
the Majority staff and also with Bob Rohrbaugh, who is only going to be with us 
for a short time, I believe. Michael Yeager is the designated Minority counsel and 
he is accompanied by Christopher Lu. 

Ms. Safavian. Ms., is it Khare. 

The Witness. Khare. 

Ms. Safavian. Ms. Khare is accompanied by Neil Eggleston and Evan Werbel. 

Although this proceeding is being held in a somewhat informal atmosphere, be- 
cause you have been placed under oath, your testimony here today has the same 
force and effect as if you were testif 3 dng before the committee or in a courtroom. 

Mr. Eggleston. I must say, this is one of the most formal depositions I have ever 
attended, in a hearing room. Those of us in private practice think this is impressive. 

Ms. Safavian. No comment on my part. 

Mr. Eggleston. I’m sorry to interrupt you. 

Ms. Safavian. You are interrupting my script. 

If I ask you about conversations you have had in the past and you are unable 
to recall the exact words used in the conversation, you may state that you are un- 
able to recall those exact words and give me the gist or substance of any such con- 
versation, to the best of your recollection. 

If you recall only part of a conversation or only part of an event, please give me 
your best recollection of those events or parts of conversations that you recall. If I 
ask you whether you have any information upon a particular subject, and you have 
overheard other persons conversing with each other regarding it or have seen cor- 
respondence or documentation regarding it, please tell me that you do have such 
information and indicate the source, either a conversation or documentation or oth- 
erwise from which you derived such knowledge. Before we begin the questioning, I 
want to give you some background about the investigation and your appearance 
here. Pursuant to its authority under House Rules 10 and 11 of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, the committee is engaged in a wide-ranging review of possible political 
fund-raising improprieties and possible violations of law. 
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Pages 2 through 4 of House Report 105-139 summarizes the investigation as of 
June 19, 1997, and encompasses any new matters which arise directly or indirectly 
in the course of the investigation. Also, pages 4 through 11 of the report explain 
the background of the investigation. All questions related either directly or indi- 
rectly to these issues, or questions which have a tendency to make the existence of 
any pertinent fact more or less probable than it would be without the evidence are 
proper. 

The committee has been granted specific authorization to conduct this deposition, 
pursuant to House Resolution 167, which passed the full House on June 20, 1997. 
Committee rule 20, of which you have received a copy, outlines the ground rules for 
the deposition. Majority and Minority counsel will ask you questions regarding the 
subject matter of the investigation. Minority counsel will ask questions after Major- 
ity counsel has finished. 

After the Minority counsel has completed questioning you, a new round of ques- 
tioning may begin. Members of Congress who wish to ask questions will be afforded 
an immediate opportunity to ask their questions. When they are finished, committee 
counsel will resume questioning. 

Pursuant to the committees rules, you are allowed to have an attorney present 
to advise you of your rights. Any objection raised during the course of the deposition 
shall be stated for the record. If the witness is instructed not to answer a question 
or otherwise refuses to answer a question. Majority and Minority counsel will confer 
to determine whether the objection is proper. If counsel agree a question is proper, 
the witness will be asked to answer the question. If an objection is not withdrawn, 
the Chairman or a Member designated by the Chairman may decide whether the 
objection is proper. 

This deposition is considered as taken in executive session of the committee, 
which means that it may not be made public without the consent of the committee 
pursuant to clause 2(k)7 of House Rule 11. You are asked to abide by the Rules of 
the House and not discuss with anyone, other than your attorney, this deposition, 
and the issues and questions raised during this proceeding. 

Finally, no later than 5 days after your testimony is transcribed and you have 
been notified that your transcript is available, you may submit suggested changes 
to the Chairman. The transcript will be available for your review at the committee 
office. Committee staff may make any typographical and technical changes re- 
quested by you. Substantive changes, modifications, clarifications or amendments to 
the deposition transcript, submitted by you, must be accompanied by a letter re- 
questing the changes, and a statement of your reasons for each proposed change. 

Answer, letter requesting any substantive changes, modifications, clarifications or 
amendments must be signed by you. Any substantive changes, modifications, clari- 
fications or amendments shall be included as an appendix to the transcript condi- 
tioned upon your signing of the transcript. Do you understand everything we have 
gone over so far. 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. Do you have any questions about anything we have gone over? 

The Witness. No. 

Ms. Safavian. I will be asking you questions concerning the subject matter of this 
investigation. Do you understand that? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. If you don’t understand a question, please say so and I will repeat 
it or rephrase it so that you understand the question. Do you understand that you 
should tell me if you don’t understand one of my questions? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. The reporter will be taking down everything we say and will make 
a written record of the deposition. You must give verbal, audible answers because 
the reporter cannot record what a nod of the head or other gesture means. Do you 
understand you must give verbal answers? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. And not an uh-huh or huh-huh. 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. If you can’t hear me, please say so and I will repeat the question 
or have the court reporter read the question back to you. Do you understand that? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. Please wait until I finish each question before answering and I will 
wait until you finish your answer before I ask the next question. Do you understand 
this will help the reporter, as she cannot take down what both of us are saying at 
the same time? 

The Witness. Yes. 
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Ms. Safavian. Your testimony is being taken under oath as if we were in court 
and if you answer a question, it will be assumed that you understood the question 
and the answer was intended to be responsive to it. Do you understand that? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. Are you here voluntarily or are you here as a result of a subpoena? 

The Witness. I am here voluntarily. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Will you please state your full name and spell it for the record? 

Answer. My name is Carol Fick Khare, K-H-A-R-E. 

Question. Have you ever used or been known by any other names? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Can you tell me what your date of hirth and Social Security number 
are? 

Mr. Yeager. I object to the request for the Social Security number. I am not quite 
sure why you need her Social Security number, particularly in light of the fact that 
these depositions may be made public, and in the past, if the past is any indication 
of future practice, they may be posted on the Internet and Ms. Khare might have 
legitimate privacy concerns about that. 

Mr. Eggleston. Well, I mean, I think that is a valid objection. I don’t have any 
objection to giving it to you, but it is true all these get posted on the Internet and 
to have her personal data available to the committee for some reason, I am happy 
to give it to you separately, but I prefer not anybody who looks at the Internet have 
identifying characteristics, particularly as you are seeing more and more stories 
about people impersonating people using their Social Security number. I don’t want 
to refuse to answer and withhold information from you, but I’m not sure why you 
need it in the deposition, so that any Internet viewer can see it, as opposed to me 
giving it to you. 

Ms. Safavian. Well, first of all, let me correct something the Minority counsel has 
said. It is not customary we release all the depositions on the Internet. Like I said, 
this deposition is taken in executive session and it is not made public until the com- 
mittee votes to make it public. 

Secondly, we ask for the date of birth and Social Security number only for identi- 
fication purposes, for documents we may receive in response to a subpoena. If it has, 
perhaps your name on it and we are not exactly sure it is you, if there happens 
to be another Carol Khare out there or the entire name is not there and the Social 
Security number is, it just helps us identify if this document, in fact, relates to you 
and we don’t want you to get mixed up with anybody else. 

Mr. Yeager. If we can go off the record, maybe we can get this information for 
you. You would have the information, you could use it for your own internal pur- 
poses and you wouldn’t have the issue of public release. It is certainly possible the 
deposition transcript could be released. 

Mr. Eggleston. In fact, as to her, it’s likely, because she has been notified she 
is going to be a hearing witness and my understanding is the committee, as a rou- 
tine matter, releases the depositions of hearing witnesses, so I think, in fact, her 
deposition is going to be on the Internet by Saturday. 

Mr. Yeager. I don’t see why you can’t get it off the record. 

Ms. Safavian. I don’t have a problem with that. Is this something you would be 
willing to do off the record? 

Mr. Eggleston. Sure. 

Ms. Safavian. Okay. If we could go off the record. 

[Off the record.] 

Ms. Safavian. Back on the record. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Can you please tell us what your current address is? 

Answer. Is that all right? 

Mr. Eggleston. Yes, that is different. 

The Witness. [Redacted]. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. And I know there was a time you were residing in Washington, D.C.? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you happen to recall where that was? 

Answer. [Redacted]. 

Question. And for what time period were you living in Washington, D.C.? 

Answer. From February of 1995, until the end of January, 1997. 
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Question. You said January of ’97? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Have you ever lived outside the United States? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Can you tell me what college you attended and when you graduated? 
Answer. I graduated from Columbia College in Columbia, South Carolina, in 1965. 
Question. And what degree did you receive? 

Answer. A B.A. in English. 

Question. Did you receive any other degrees after that? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Have you spoken with anyone other than your counsel about this depo- 
sition today? 

Answer. The fact that I was given the deposition or what I was going to say. 
Question. Well 

Answer. I mean, other people know I am giving this deposition today. 

Question. You have mentioned to other people you were going to be giving a depo- 
sition today? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Would those be family and friends? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Okay. Did you discuss with anyone, other than your counsel, the sub- 
stance of what this deposition was going to cover today? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you review any documents in preparation for your deposition? 
Answer. Yes. 

Question. Can you generally tell me what it was that you reviewed? 

Mr. Eggleston. Well, I don’t think you have reviewed anything except with me. 
The Witness. Right. 

Mr. Eggleston. And I am not going to let her answer questions about things she 
reviewed with me, so you can ask her whether she has reviewed things independent 
of me, and I am happy to have her answer, although I think the answer is, no, but 
I am not going to let her go into the method by which we prepared for testimony. 
Ms. Safavian. Well I don’t want to tread anywhere near attorney-client privilege. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Did you review any documents outside the presence of your counsel? 
Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. Have you given another deposition, besides the one that you are 
here for today? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Have you been asked by the DNC to help collect documents in response 
to either the House subpoena or the Senate subpoena or the Department of Justice 
subpoenas? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. When were you asked to do that? 

Answer. While I was still at the DNC, and since then, I mean, all my documents 
stayed there pretty much. 

Question. You did not take any documents with you when you left? 

Answer. Only personal things. 

Question. Do you recall when you were asked to collect these documents? 

Answer. During the time before I left there, whenever subpoenas were issued, and 
I don’t remember, but I think from maybe November until January of ’96 and ’97. 
Question. And who asked you to sort of collect these documents? 

Answer. Joe Sandler at the DNC council. 

Question. And were you just collecting documents that would have been in your 
possession? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you happen to collect any documents that would have been in Don 
Fowler’s possession? 

Answer. No, I was not the person who did that. 

Question. Can you just tell me how it was you came to work at the DNC? 

Answer. I worked in South Carolina for Don Fowler, and so when he came to the 
DNC to be Chair, he asked me to come with him. 

Question. And how long have you known Don Fowler? 

Answer. Since the early seventies. 

Question. And how did the two of you meet? 
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Answer. He was Chair of the South Carolina Democratic Party and I was working 
in the headquarters as a volunteer. 

Question. So you weren’t really working for him, per se? 

Answer. Not when I first met him. I began working for him in 1977. 

Question. And what were you doing for him in 1977? 

Answer. He has an advertising, public relations, community relations firm and I 
have done a variety of things in that office, public relations work for the most part. 

Question. And if you can just kind of map that out for me, from 1977, how long — 
I don’t expect you to get into a lot of detail here, but have you been with Don Fowler 
from 1977? 

Answer. Yes, until now. 

Question. Until now? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Are you currently still with him? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. You are? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. How many different jobs would you say in that time period did you hold 
for Mr. Fowler? 

Answer. Well, it is a very small firm, 8 or 10 people, and so I have always been 
in the same job. I have never been told you are now — your title is now this, this. 
Nobody has titles where we are, so I have done a variety of things, but it was al- 
ways just me. 

Question. So you have worked in this firm with him from 1977 until 

Answer. Until we came to Washington, and then when we went back to South 
Carolina and back working at that firm. 

Question. And the name of that firm? 

Answer. It is Fowler Communications. 

Question. And that is located in South Carolina? 

Answer. Columbia, South Carolina. 

Question. Thank you. What was your initial, I guess, reaction, when Mr. Fowler 
asked you to join him at the DNC? 

Answer. Oh, I was glad to do it. 

Question. Did he tell you what it was he wanted you to help him with? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. What did he tell you? 

Answer. He said he wanted me to run the Chairman’s office and to do some of 
his personal political kinds of things, represent him in some areas where he couldn’t 
be present. 

Question. And when did the two of you move out here and begin working at the 
DNC? 

Answer. Late January of 1995, and then I actually went back to South Carolina 
for a couple weeks in early February and then came back here again. I just had 
to go back and finish up things there. 

Question. And then you were, from, say, February? 

Answer. From February on. 

Question. Until 

Answer. Until the end of January of ’97. 

Question. You have been out here the entire time working at the DNC? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. When did Don Fowler leave the DNC? 

Answer. I don’t remember the exact date, but it was January 20 something of 
1997. 

Question. And that was about the time 

Answer. That was when I left. 

Question. Okay. And can you tell me, he asked you to pretty much run the Chair- 
man’s office? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. How would you describe your job responsibilities or duties? 

Answer. Well, I hired and fired the staff that was within the Chairman’s office, 
which is ten or so people. I gave them assignments, I made certain that telephones 
were answered and calls returned, and requests filled and letters answered or writ- 
ten. I represented the Chairman with other staff, outside the Chairman’s office, in 
staff meetings or just to meet with other members and ask them to do things, or 
find out what they were doing, and on some occasions, I have met with other people 
outside of the office, a Member of Congress or somebody like that, and just whatever 
details came up in the Chairman’s office, I took care of. 
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Question. Would those other meetings that you just mentioned that you would 
have outside the office, would those be meetings that you would attend because 
Chairman Fowler was unable to attend those? 

Answer. Right, just something he was busy and he wanted somebody in the meet- 
ing, so I would go. 

Question. And were you there pretty much just to take notes for him or was it 
a more active role? 

Answer. Well, it would depend on the meeting, sometimes it would be just take 
notes. Other times it would be because we were planning some event or something 
that was going to go on and so I would give the DNC Chairman’s point of view. 

Question. You said these were meetings a lot with Members of Congress? 

Answer. Well, no, not a lot with Members of Congress, but once or twice with 
Members of Congress. I met several times at the DNC with Members of Congress 
who came there. Frequently, I met with people just because he couldn’t do it that 
day, he was busy, but didn’t want to neglect these people so I would meet with 
them. 

Question. You mentioned that you pretty much took care of the Chairman’s office, 
the hiring and firing of about ten individuals? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Were you the supervisor, then, over those individuals? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And at that time, can you recall who those individuals were? 

Answer. Well, it was not a steady group from beginning to end. There were some 
people there when we arrived who gradually were reassigned to other places or they 
left for other jobs and other people came in. They were — I guess every Chairman’s 
office is different from every other and we had certain things we wanted done that 
maybe had not been done before, so we had to bring in the appropriate kinds of peo- 
ple to do those things. 

Question. What types of things would those about ten individuals do? What were 
their job responsibilities? 

Answer. Scheduling the Chairman’s — whatever his schedule was, handling tele- 
phones, correspondence. We had somebody who would do briefings for him. Several 
people who just really just were sort of utility people, if we needed somebody to put 
together a meeting or somebody to write a letter, these people could do it, staff as- 
sistant I guess was their title. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. And I guess that is all the specific roles people had. There was a driver, 
but the driver also did things like memos. 

Question. A driver? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And he would also do memos? 

Answer. Yes, he would do clerical kinds of things when he wasn’t out driving the 
car. 

Question. Did you have any supervisory role over any other individuals in the of- 
fice? 

Answer. No. 

Mr. Yeager. By office, what do you mean. 

The Witness. You mean outside the Chairman’s office. 

Ms. Safavian. Yes. 

The Witness. No. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Okay. Did you ever prepare any letters or memos on behalf of the 
Chairman? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Was there any distinction as to what letters or memos you would pre- 
pare, versus the other staff assistants you just mentioned? 

Answer. Not any specific line that was drawn. I would assign people to answer 
letters or write memos or whatever, and some things I assigned to myself, depend- 
ing sometimes on the subject matter, sometimes on who the recipient would be. 

Question. Do you recall, were there any specific subject matters that were solely 
your responsibility, versus somebody else’s? 

Answer. No, there are just some things I knew more about than somebody else 
might. It is not that I don’t want somebody else handling this area. It was I can 
do this better than somebody else, so I would do it myself 

Question. Would you pretty much review other correspondence that were prepared 
by other staff assistants? 
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Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you prepare Chairman Fowler’s schedule? 

Answer. No, I did not prepare a schedule. 

Question. You had a copy of his schedule, obviously? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. So you were aware of his daily comings and goings. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you ever travel with Chairman Fowler? 

Answer. Almost never. During the campaign, during the fall of ’96, because his 
travel was much more — what he did on his trips was much more intense, there were 
a lot more activities during the day. We did have staff traveling with him, and we 
sort of rotated people on to the traveling crew, about three people would travel with 
him, and I did two or three trips with him. It was all really just to give the others 
a break. 

Question. Did you attend many meetings with Chairman Fowler? 

Answer. A fair number. Not every meeting, by any means. 

Question. What types of meetings would those be? 

Answer. Meetings with the DNC staff, I almost always attended. If there was a 
meeting whose subject I was particularly interested in, I might sit in on it. If there 
was a meeting that I might get an assignment out of, then I would sit in there. But 
I didn’t sit in on every meeting and sometimes I would ask another staff person to 
go in there because I don’t have time to be in the meeting, go in and take notes. 

Question. When you generally attended the meetings, did you take notes at these 
meetings? 

Answer. Frequently. Not intensive notes, not to cover a summary of the meeting, 
but of what assignment I might have coming out of the meeting or might have need 
to give to somebody else or something that I might think that Mr. Fowler would 
want to be reminded of after the meeting. But, no, I didn’t make a summary of the 
meeting or anything. 

Question. With the notes you took, would you generally keep those notes? 

Answer. No. My normal — I don’t like paper and so my normal thing is to write 
down something that has to be done and when it is done, I throw away the paper 
or the legal pad and that is the end of it. 

Question. So you never retain those notes? 

Answer. Not that kind of thing, no. 

Question. Was there anybody assigned to attend these meetings and actually take 
notes of what happened at the meetings? 

Answer. Not as a routine thing. I suppose that if there were a kind of meeting 
where some summary needed to be made, we would put somebody in there, but that 
was not the usual thing. 

Question. Was there any one person you would normally assign to do that if and 
when you did? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Would the person who took those notes, would they retain those notes 
or what would happen to the notes, if you know? 

Answer. I am trying to remember a circumstance when we actually did that, and 
mostly I think it would have been a planning meeting kind of thing, and so if we 
were planning an event or another meeting or a trip or something, then whoever 
had responsibility for that would probably have taken the notes and would then 
have gone away to put the event or the trip together and I don’t know what would 
have happened with the notes. 

Question. Okay. Did you ever attend any meetings with Chairman Fowler that 
were held at the White House? 

Answer. Once or twice. 

Question. Do you happen to recall what the subject matter of those meetings 
were? 

Answer. I think that one meeting that I attended was a planning meeting for an 
event that was coming up, that the President was going to attend, and so several 
people from the DNC staff went to that. And if I attended two with him, it would 
have been both — both probably would have been planning for events, I can’t remem- 
ber any other kind of subject that we would have covered. 

Question. Did you ever attend any of the Wednesday meetings that were held at 
the White House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know which meetings I am talking about? 

Answer. I do, but I didn’t go to those. 

Question. And those were the meetings that were discussing the budget? 

Answer. Right. 
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Question. Okay. Did anyone ever go to those meetings with Chairman Fowler? 

Answer. Yes, the chief financial officer went with him. 

Question. And who would that have heen? 

Answer. His name is Brad Marshall. The Chief of Staff usually went. Bohhy Wat- 
son first and then B.J. Thornherry, and frequently, Joe Sandler, the counsel, would 
go, and usually one or two people from finance, Richard Sullivan and mayhe Marvin 
Rosen, if he was in town. 

Question. Okay. Did you only report to Chairman Fowler? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you do anything for Chairman Dodd? 

Answer. If he did asked me to, I would, hut I can’t think of many things I ever 
did for him. But once or twice, he needed something and I did it, but he had his 
own staff over there. 

Question. So pretty much, you reported to Chairman Fowler? 

Answer. Right, right. 

Question. Ms. Khare, can you tell me, when was the first time that you met John- 
ny Chung? 

Answer. I don’t remember the first time I met Johnny Chung. I do remember the 
first time I talked with Johnny Chung because it was on the telephone. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. And I am sure that soon after that I met him, but I don’t remember 
when. 

Question. So you believe the first contact you had with Mr. Chung was over the 
telephone? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And can you tell me a little bit about that? 

Answer. It was in early March of 1995, he telephoned the Chairman’s office. I 
don’t think that he asked for me by name, I don’t think he would have known my 
name, but I got on the telephone with him, somebody gave me the call. He identified 
himself as Johnny Chung, a friend of the First Lady. He said I am in the First 
Lady’s Office, I have met with the First Lady, and I have some important Chinese 
businesspeople with me. We would like for them to go — I would like for them to go 
to the President’s radio address. I asked Maggie Williams about that and she said 
she couldn’t 

Mr. Eggleston. I’m sorry to interrupt, but she is still describing, the “I” in that 
sentence is Johnny Chung talking. 

The Witness. Yes, he said that he would like to go to the President’s radio ad- 
dress with these people, and that Maggie Williams had told him she could not get 
him into the radio address, but that possibly somebody in the Chairman’s office 
could, and so he was calling to ask if somebody in the Chairman’s office could get 
him in. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you happen to recall when in March this was? 

Answer. No, but it was within a few days of the radio address. I don’t know if 
it was the day before or — I’m not even sure whether that week — sometimes they 
tape the radio address on Friday and sometimes it is on Saturday morning live, and 
I don’t know whether that was a week that they had it on Friday or Saturday, and 
I don’t know whether it was one day before or 3 days before when he called me. 

Question. Just so I understand something that you said, did you say he said he 
was calling — he, meaning Johnny Chung, was calling from Maggie Williams’ office? 

Answer. He said I am calling from the First Lady’s Office, and I guess you would 
say, if you were in Maggie Williams’ office, you still might say you were in the First 
Lady’s Office. 

Question. Okay. And he told you that he wanted help getting into the radio ad- 
dress? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. I’m sorry, was that a, yes? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And that Maggie Williams could not help him? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did he tell you that Maggie Williams suggested that he contact the 
DNC? 

Answer. Yes, he did, he did. 

Question. Okay. And this was your first contact with Mr. Chung? 

Answer, s, it was. 

Question. At that time he called, did you know anything about him? 
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Answer. I did not know anything about him. 

Question. Never heard his name mentioned before? 

Answer. I don’t think I had heard his name mentioned before. He was not some- 
body who was familiar to me at all. 

Question. Let me show you — let me start with this memo. It is a March 1st, 1995, 
memo to a Kathleen, whose name is crossed off, and it is written out Katherine? 
Answer. That would be Katherine York. 

Question. Katherine York? 

Answer. Who was the scheduler. 

Question. Okay. Why don’t you 

Mr. Eggleston. Is this Carol 1 or are you going to make this an exhibit? 

Ms. Safavian. I will eventually, yes. 

Mr. Eggleston. I just like to keep track. 

Ms. Safavian. Sure, no problem. 

If you would just go ahead and take a look at this document. Just go ahead and 
read through it. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Ms. Khare, have you ever seen this memo before? 

Answer. I don’t remember ever seeing this before. 

Question. Okay. And I know you just reviewed it, so as you know, this memo is 
asking, it is from Richard Sullivan and Ari Swiller, and it appears they are asking 
for a scheduling request for Chairman Fowler from March 8, and it is to meet with 
Johnny Chung. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you recall this meeting taking place? 

Answer. I don’t. I have since then seen a schedule or something that had the 
name on it, but I didn’t specifically remember that. 

Question. It says the preferred time at the top is Wednesday afternoon, March 9? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Then there is an “8th” underneath it, and at the bottom there is a 
“Thursday, 9:45 to 10 a.m.” Do you happen to recall when you were looking at the 
schedule when this meeting took place? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Yeager. Do you know if the meeting took place. 

The Witness. Only because I have seen a schedule recently that had this meeting 
on it. I don’t have any information. I was not in this meeting. I don’t remember any- 
thing about it. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. You don’t recall meeting, perhaps, Johnny Chung, and this delegation 
of Chinese businessmen at a meeting they would have had with Chairman Fowler? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Eggleston. In March of ’95. 

Ms. Safavian. Yes, in March of ’95. 

The Witness. No, I don’t. 

Ms. Safavian. Eor the record, I am going to go ahead and mark this as Exhibit 
CK-1. 

[Khare Deposition Exhibit No. CK-1 was marked for identification.] 

[Note. — All exhibits referred to can be found at end of deposi- 
tion.] 

Mr. Yeager. Let me just make an observation for the record. Ms. Khare hasn’t 
really given any testimony of substance with respect to this document, so I just 
want the record to be clear that its inclusion in the record doesn’t suggest that she 
has given substantive testimony. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Would requests for Chairman Fowler’s schedule ever go through you 
first? 

Answer. Normally, not through me first. Sometimes people would call me or come 
by and say can I get on the Chairman’s schedule. I always then went to the sched- 
uler to find out, because Katherine York, the scheduler, was so good at what she 
did, that I didn’t have to interfere in the schedule very much. 

Sometimes I was the appeal, if somebody was turned down, but she handled the 
schedule. Scheduling was a mystery to me when I went to the DNC, and of course 



821 


this was very soon after that. But Katherine did it so well that I didn’t have to deal 
with it very much, unless, if somebody came to me and asked, I would help them 
facilitate that or if somebody appealed it to me, but as a usual thing, I didn’t bother 
with the schedule. 

Ms. Safavian. Okay. Let me show you a February 27, 1995, letter from Johnny 
Chung to Richard Sullivan, and if you will just take a quick look at that. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Ms. Khare, have you ever seen this letter before? 

Answer. No, not that I remember. 

Question. Okay. Did Richard Sullivan ever speak to you about this request from 
Johnny Chung to meet with the President, the Vice President, tour the White 
House, and have a meeting with Chairman Fowler? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did Richard Sullivan ever speak with you at all about Johnny Chung? 

Answer. Not in this time period. I am sure that we — I know that we had con- 
versations about Johnny Chung at times while I was at the DNC, but not in this 
time period, he didn’t mention it to me. 

Question. When you were looking at this document, it lists — it gives the names, 
it provides the names of the delegation and provides a resume of the individuals, 
the Chinese delegation? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do any of these names look familiar to you or do you recall ever having 
met any of these individuals? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. It does not help refresh your recollection? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Safavian. I am going to go ahead and mark that as CK-2. 

[Khare Deposition Exhibit No. CK-2 was marked for identification.] 

Mr. Yeager. Again, Ms. Khare said she has never seen the document. I am a bit 
curious as to why you are including it in the record. 

Ms. Safavian. Because we were discussing it, just so the record is clear. 

The Witness. I have heard of Irene Wu. I think she was Johnny Chung’s sec- 
retary. I think she is somebody I later talked to on the phone. At this time I 
wouldn’t have known who she was if somebody asked me, but that is a familiar 
name, so I think she must have worked in his office. 

Ms. Safavian. Okay. Let me mark this as Exhibit CK-2. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. You mentioned you and Richard Sullivan did have conversations or dis- 
cussions about Johnny Chung, not with regard to this letter we just discussed, but 
you mentioned other discussions the two of you had? 

Answer. I don’t know that I would call it discussions, but if Johnny Chung wanted 
something from me, I might ask Richard about it. If Richard knew that Johnny 
Chung was going to be there, he might mention it to me. You know, it was not that 
we sat around and talked about Johnny Chung. 

Question. If Richard Sullivan were to mention that Johnny Chung was going to 
be around, was that to see if he could maybe meet with Chairman Fowler or some- 
thing like that? 

Answer. No, it would probably be so I could go in the office and close the door. 

Question. What do you mean by that? 

Answer. Because later, after I knew Johnny Chung, he had a lot of requests and 
usually wanted something, and I usually was busy and didn’t want to deal with it, 
and so if Richard said he was coming to the DNC, I probably would be unavailable. 

Question. Okay. If Chairman Fowler is having meetings with individuals who 
come in to meet with them, and I don’t mean White House people or anybody on 
the DNC staff, but, for instance, if Johnny Chung and this Chinese delegation of 
businessmen were to come visit Chairman Fowler, is that something that usually 
a photographer would be present during the meeting and take pictures of? 

Answer. No, unless they brought a camera. We didn’t have a photographer who 
did that. 

Question. There wasn’t one on staff at the DNC? 

Answer. No. 

Question. When Johnny Chung came to you asking for help from the DNC to get 
into the radio address, what did you do after you spoke with him? What was your 
initial response to his request? 
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Answer. My initial response was pretty much the same, that I would make to any- 
body who came up with a request, I don’t know, but I will see and I will call you 
back, and he gave me a number, and I didn’t know about the radio broadcast at 
that time. This was the first I knew that people went to the radio broadcast. But 
there was a lot that I didn’t know then because I really had not been there very 
long, so I went out into the outer office where the staff assistants were and asked 
if anybody there knew whether we could get people into the radio address. And one 
of the staff assistants said, well, I know somebody at the White House who handles 
that, I will call and see. 

I explained here is this man and these Chinese businessmen. He is a friend of 
the First Lady, and she said I will call over there and see. And in a short time she 
came back in the office and said I called the person I know and they can go to the 
radio broadcast, and that was that, so I then called Mr. Chung and told him that 
they would be able to go. 

Question. Okay. Let’s just back up a little bit. You mentioned that you didn’t 
know anything about attending radio addresses, so you went out into a general 
room where the other staff assistants were? 

Answer. Yes, there were five or six people having desks in the area, all of whom 
had more Washington experience than I did. 

Question. So you just phrased the question to everybody? 

Answer. Does anybody know if we can get somebody into the radio address. 

Question. And you said one staff assistant mentioned she knew somebody at the 
radio address, who was that? 

Answer. Ceandra Scott. 

Question. And what did she do at the DNC? 

Answer. She worked in the Chairman’s office. She was there when we got there. 
She did some telephone call kinds of things, answered the telephone in there. She 
handled — at that time she handled sort of the traffic going in and out of the Chair- 
man’s office, who went in to see him, the daily schedule, what do they call that, 
the day of schedule is what she called it, and if there were schedule changes during 
the day, which there always were, she would call and say he is going to be late for 
his lunch or we need these two people to come up 15 minutes later. She dealt with 
that all day every day. 

Question. So she said — what did she say exactly? 

Answer. She said I know somebody at the White House who works in that area 
or who handles that kind of thing or something, and she said I will call my friend 
or I will call the person I know. I don’t know the name of the person she called. 

Question. She didn’t mention it to you? 

Answer. She probably did at this time, but it was not a name I knew anything 
about, and so she went ahead and made the call. 

Question. Do you recall if it was a man or a woman that she mentioned? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Do you recall what office in the White House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And you don’t recall specifically what day that Johnny Chung contacted 
you about this? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question, if I tell you that Johnny Chung and the Chinese delegation attended 
the radio address on March 11, 1995, and that that was a Saturday, does that help 
you at all determine what day of the week Johnny Chung contacted you? 

Answer. I assume it was 1 or 2 or 3 days before that when he called, but I don’t 
know which day of the week he would have called, I mean, I didn’t make notes 
about it at the time or write it on my calendar or anything. 

Question. So as soon as you hung up the phone with him, you immediately went 
and asked anybody if they knew anything about this? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And then do you know when Ms. Scott made her phone call? 

Answer. Immediately. 

Question. It was immediately? 

Answer. Yes. 

Mr. Eggleston. Can I stop you a second. I want to be clear. You say you assumed 
it was 1 or 2 or 3 days. I take it it could have been 4 or 5 or 6. 

The Witness. I guess it could have been, but my sense is it was very close to 
time, but I don’t want to be pinned down on a day because I really don’t know. 

Mr. Eggleston. I just want to make sure you weren’t pinned down to 1 or 2 or 
3 days, even that you are not sure about. 

The Witness. Although, actually, now I know they schedule all that stuff kind 
of last minute, so it couldn’t have been a month ahead of time. 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. And how do you know that they schedule all this at the last minute? 

Answer. Because since that time I have had occasions to call over there for some- 
body else to go to the radio address, more than one time, and subsequent to this 
experience, I learned a little bit more about how things work. 

Question. You have subsequently called at the last minute; is that right? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Is that how you know? 

Answer. Well, I have subsequently called and they said we won’t know until 
shortly beforehand which day he is doing it and whether there is room for anybody 
to come. 

Question. And so you were telling me before that Ms. Scott immediately called? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. The person she knew at the White House? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Were you present when she had that conversation? 

Answer. No, I went back into my office. 

Question. And do you recall when she came back and told you what she had 
learned? 

Answer. It was fairly soon after that, that she came and said they can go. 

Question. When you say fairly soon, do you mean the same day. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you mean, you know, within a half-an-hour time span? 

Answer. Well, I wouldn’t want to be pinned down to that, but he was waiting for 
our return phone call, and so I know it was not too long. 

Question. Okay. Now, you mentioned that you took down a phone number where 
you could contact Johnny Chung? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you recall him telling you where he could be reached? 

Answer. When I called him back, it was at the First Lady’s Office. 

Question. It was at the First Lady’s Office? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And how do you know that? 

Answer. Because they answered the phone. Office of the First Lady. 

Question. Okay. That would do it. After Ms. Scott told you that they were able 
to get into the radio address, did she tell you anything further or was it just a sim- 
ple “they are able to go”? 

Answer. I don’t recall what else was a part of that, but I know, because I have 
dealt with radio addresses after that, that at some point, the names and passport 
numbers or Social Security numbers or whatever had to be collected and given to 
the White House because you can’t get in if they don’t have that, but whether she 
said to me — I am sure she told me how that would be handled, but I just don’t re- 
member what it was, whether I was to get that information and get it to the White 
House or whether they were — Johnny Chung was supposed to call it in to somebody, 
I just don’t remember. 

Question. She told you that? 

Answer. That it was taken care of. 

Question. And then when did you contact Johnny Chung? 

Answer. I called him back right then and told him, and I am sure I gave him 
some instructions about how to go, what gate to go through or who to talk to about 
passport numbers. Whatever it was, I am sure I must have told him, but I do not 
remember that. 

Question. Why do you say you are sure? 

Answer. Because he had to be instructed. Everybody that you take to the White 
House or send to the White House has to be told certain information so they can 
get in. 

Question. Do you recall asking or receiving from Johnny Chung a list of the Chi- 
nese delegation and their names? 

Answer. No, I don’t remember that. 

Question. So do you remember forwarding anything to the White House? 

Answer. I do not remember that, whether I did that or not. 

Question. Do you recall asking Ms. Scott to follow up and get that information? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ask Ms. Scott to do anything else after she had made that 
phone call? 

Answer. Unless I got her to take care of that information, which I do not remem- 
ber. I do not remember anymore conversation with her about it. 
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Question. So you contacted Johnny Chung in the First Lady’s office and told 
him 

Answer. That he could go to the radio address. 

Question. Did he ask anything else of you? 

Answer. No. 

Question. You don’t recall if you told him anything else? 

Answer. No. No. 

Question. Did you tell Chairman Fowler about this conversation that you had with 
Johnny Chung about the radio address? 

Answer. I doubt it. I do not remember that I told him that. 

Question. Did you subsequently ask anybody at the DNC, who is this Johnny 
Chung? 

Answer. I must have. Later. There was some things came up the next week about 
the photos that were taken at the radio address, or I might have forgotten about 
the whole thing. They did take photos of Johnny and his guests and the President. 
And some — there was a person on DNC staff who dealt with photos, with people 
who had gotten their picture taken with the President. That was not his whole job 
but he was the person that you would talk to if you wanted to get a photo. He came 
to me and said, the National Security Council is really mad at you, which was 
frightening, because these Chinese nationals got their picture taken with the Presi- 
dent. Now they want the pictures and the National Security Council does not think 
that is a good idea. And so then that sort of made me know more about Johnny 
Chung, be more aware of Johnny Chung. And after that there was some back and 
forth about whether he could have the pictures, would he get the pictures, that kind 
of thing, but I do not remember whether in the end he got them or not. 

Question. Let me ask you some questions about what you just stated. You said 
that there was an individual at the DNC who handled photographs. 

Answer. Yes. That was not his entire job but that was one of the things that he 
did. 

Question. Who was that individual? 

Answer. His name is Eric Sildon. 

Question. Mr. Sildon, then, he is the one that approached you about Johnny 
Chung? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you recall when this was? 

Answer. No. A few days or a week or two after the radio address. I do not remem- 
ber just when. 

Question. Do you know how Mr. Sildon became aware of this whole situation? 

Answer. I think that Johnny Chung had called the DNC saying, I want the 
photos. Then when someone at the DNC tried to get the photos, they were told we 
do not want him to have them. 

Question. Did Johnny Chung ever contact you and ask you for assistance in get- 
ting these photos? 

Answer. I don’t think he did. I don’t remember that he did. 

Question. Do you know if he contacted Eric Sildon and that that is how he got 
involved? 

Answer. I don’t know whether he contacted Eric Sildon or whether he contacted 
somebody in DNC Finance, which would have been the routine thing for him to do 
as a donor. He would have had a contact person in DNC Finance. He may have con- 
tacted that person who then went to Eric Sildon and said, get me these photos. 

Question. Did Richard Sullivan ever mention to you that Johnny Chung had con- 
tacted him about these photos? 

Answer. I do not think so. 

Question. You just do not 

Answer. I don’t remember that he did. 

Question. You just do not recall any individual’s name with the DNC that Johnny 
Chung may have contacted? 

Answer. No, I do not. 

Question. Do you know how Mr. Sildon knew that the NSC was holding on to 
these photographs? 

Answer. I think he called over there, as he routinely would, to get the photo- 
graphs and was told, no, you can’t have them. 

Question. Do you know who he would have contacted? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did the DNC have a contact person at the White House? 

Answer. There is a White House Photo Office and I guess it was somebody in 
there. That is who, if I ever needed a photo that I knew had been taken at the 
White House or with White House, by White House photographers, I would say, can 



825 


you get me this photo, and Eric or whoever I asked would say, I will call the White 
House Photo Office. 

Question. So you never yourself called the White House Photo Office? 

Answer. No. 

Question. So Mr. Sildon mentioned to you that the NSC was upset with you? 

Answer. Yes. And I think part of that he was tr 3 dng to scare me that NSC is after 
you, I mean it was, that was sort of the way he put it. But then he explained to 
me that this had happened and that they did not want him to have the photos. 

Question. Did he know or explain to you why the NSC 

Answer. He said these are Chinese nationals and they didn’t think it was a good 
idea for the President to have had his picture taken with them. 

Question. Did you or anybody else at the DNC ever inquire of Mr. Johnny Chung 
who these individuals were that he wanted to get into the radio address? 

Answer. He told me on the telephone when he made the request, these are impor- 
tant Chinese businessmen. I did not give Ceandra anymore information than that 
when she called over to the White House. If she was asked for more information 
than that, she didn’t come back to me for it. 

Question. And you never inquired to Mr. Chung for any further information? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did the NSC ever contact you? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did anyone in the White House ever contact you about this request? 

Answer. I do not think so. I do not remember. 

Question. Did anyone in the White House contact you about these individuals? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Let me show you a memorandum, dated March 28, 1995, that is from 
Betty Currie. If you will just take a look at that. Have you ever seen this document 
before? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you happen to know who this, the John who is referenced at the top 
would be? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you know a Jonathan Frieberg at the White House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Never spoken to a Jonathan Frieberg? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Taking a look at really the only substance to this memorandum, it says, 
“Ceandra Scott called. She was concerned about Johnny Chung. She stated that we 
should have called them prior to their coming to the radio address. Apparently they 
were in Maggie’s office when request came and Maggie said she didn’t know, but 
to contact DNC.” 

Do you know what this is referring to? 

Answer. I have no idea what that means. 

Question. Did you ask Ms. Scott to call Betty Currie? 

Answer. I don’t know who Betty Currie is. 

Question. Okay. She worked in the White House, works in the White House right 
now. 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. I am just wondering if you had asked Ms. Scott to contact anyone at 
the White House at the end of March about Johnny Chung? 

Answer. No. Not to my memory I didn’t. 

Question. Do you know if there is, if there is any reason why Ms. Scott would 
have called the White House on her own? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. As far as you know, after Ms. Scott made the phone call for you at the 
White House, she was not involved in this any further? 

Answer. As far as I know, as far as I can remember, she was not. 

Question. It appears what this is saying is that Ceandra Scott had stated that the 
White House should have called them prior to Mr. Chung and the delegation coming 
to the radio address. Do you know what that might be about? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Safavian. Let me mark this for the record as Exhibit CK-3. 

[Khare Deposition Exhibit No. CK-3 was marked for identification.] 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. You mentioned that Eric Sildon spoke with you and it could have been 
a couple days or a week after the radio address about the NSC holding on to these 
photos. 

Mr. Eggleston. I think she said it may have been as far as 2 weeks. 

The Witness. I do not remember. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. You didn’t know how long after the radio address, sometime after the 
radio address? 

Answer. Right. 

Question. But do you believe it was in March? 

Answer. I believe it was, but I do not — I wouldn’t swear to that. 

Question. Okay. Let me show you an April 5, 1995, letter to Don Fowler from 
Johnny Chung. If you would go ahead and take a look at that. 

Have you seen this document before? 

Answer. I do not recall this document. 

Question. If you will notice 

Answer. I see it has a cc to me. 

Question. Do you have any reason to believe that you would not have gotten a 
copy of this document? 

Answer. No. 

Question. This is dated April 5, 1995. Do you believe that Eric Sildon, that you 
knew about the problem with the photos from Eric Sildon prior to 

Answer. Prior to this? Probably, but because I do not remember — it sounds to me 
like this came after he had already tried to get the photos. Probably Eric had al- 
ready come to me and told me that little tale. I don’t know that for sure. 

Question. Okay. Did Don Fowler discuss anything in this letter with you after he 
received it? 

Answer. I do not remember that he did. 

Mr. Yeager. Did Don Fowler know about this? Strike that. Did you tell Don 
Fowler about 

The Witness. The whole episode? I do not remember telling him that. I can’t 
think that I would have. I just do not remember that conversation with him until 
just recently. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Since this is addressed to Don Fowler, would he have read this letter? 

Answer. He would have had it in his office. 

Question. If you will notice, the last sentence of the first paragraph, it reads: “I 
have learned from Mr. Richard Sullivan of DNC that the National Security Council 
is holding on to those pictures.” 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did Richard Sullivan ever tell you or mention to you that the NSC was 
holding on to those photos? 

Answer. I don’t remember talking with Richard about it. I remember talking with 
Eric about it. I don’t remember talking with Richard about it. 

Question. And do you remember speaking with Don Fowler about it? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if Don Fowler made any phone calls or any attempts to 
assist Mr. Chung in getting these photographs? 

Answer. I don’t know that he did. 

Question. Did he ever ask you to make any phone calls or assist in any way? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And forgive me if I asked this already, do you recall Mr. Chung con- 
tacting you and asking for your assistance in getting these photographs? 

Answer. No, I do not recall his doing that. 

Question. Do you know why he would have cc’d this letter to you? 

Answer. Well, because I was probably — I was the one who had set up the, their 
attendance at the radio broadcast in the first place. I was a name that he knew 
there in the chairman’s office. 

Mr. Eggleston. Obviously, she doesn’t know why he did it. She can only surmise. 

Ms. SAFAVIAN. Let me mark this as Exhibit CK-4. 

[Khare Deposition Exhibit No. CK-^ was marked for identification.] 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Let me now show you an e-mail from Robert Suettinger of the NSC, 
dated April 7, 1995. If you will just take a quick look at that. 

Mr. Eggleston. Do these read from the bottom up? 

Ms. Safavian. What this is is, the top half of it is what appears to be a response 
to the bottom, which was the original e-mail. 

Mr. Eggleston. If we are going to read them the way they were transmitted, we 
would read the bottom one first and then 

Ms. Safavian. When you respond to an e-mail, it cuts off usually part of the mes- 
sage and keeps half of it. So the bottom is not a complete version of that e-mail. 

Mr. Yeager. Actually, the times and dates at the top of each message suggests 
that 

Mr. Eggleston. The reverse is true. I am sorry. 

Mr. Yeager. That the top preceded the bottom. 

Ms. Safavian. Let me clarify that by handing you another e-mail. This is the 
original, the original request that came out from Darby. It is addressed to Roseanne 
Hill, Stanley Roth, and Robert Suettinger. The time is 10:12 a.m. on April 7, 1995. 

Mr. Eggleston. So we think the order is what is going to be marked Khare 6 
is first; top of Khare 5, second; and bottom of Khare 5, third? 

Ms. Safavian. Let us not get too confused here. Why don’t I go ahead and mark 
them as exhibits so that we can refer to them as exhibit numbers. Why don’t I mark 
as Exhibit CK-5 the first e-mail which is this one from Darby to Roseanne Hill, 
Stanley Roth and Robert Suettinger, EOF 004538, and Exhibit CK-6 will be the e- 
mail from Suettinger, which is EOF 005439. 

[Khare Deposition Exhibit No. CK-5 was marked for identification.] 

[Khare Deposition Exhibit No. CK-6 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Have you had a chance to look at both of those? 

Answer. Yes. 

Mr. Eggleston. Could we just hold up one second because I was so busy getting 
organized? 

Ms. Safavian. Sure. 

Mr. Yeager. The other thing I would like to point out for the record, looking at 
CK-5, the message from Brooke Darby, is to Asian Affairs, Asia-Asian Affairs, and 
what I think you have characterized as a response is from Robert Suettinger. It is 
not at all clear from this that Suettinger is responding to this e-mail here. 

Ms. Safavian. Well, I think if you look at Exhibit CK-5, at the top it says, to 
Hill, Roseanne M.; Roth, Stanley O.; Suettinger, Robert L. 

If you look at Exhibit CK-6, it shows that the sender is Robert Suettinger. It is 
to Melanie B. Darby. The subject on both of these is photos. Unclassified in par- 
enthetical. And the bottom message from Brooke Darby is attached or is at the bot- 
tom of Suettinger’s response. 

Mr. Eggleston. Let me say, we are not going to, just ask us the questions. We 
cannot adopt a supposition that they are responses or not responses. 

Ms. Safavian. I am not asking you to. 

Mr. Eggleston. You can go ahead and ask your questions without us buying into 
who said what, when, and whether it was a response or whatever. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. You have had a chance to look at these? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Have you ever seen these documents before? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Looking at Exhibit CK-6. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Were you ever told by Eric Sildon or another individual as to the con- 
cerns of the NSC in releasing these photos? 

Answer. Just that Eric Sildon said to me, they are concerned because these were 
Chinese nationals and they should have the — I mean, he did not say these are bad 
guys or an 3 d;hing, just said these are Chinese nationals and they should not have 
the Fresident of — the photo with the Fresident released. That was the concern. 

Question. Did Mr. Sildon ever mention to you how it was that the NSC got in- 
volved in this? 

Answer. No, he didn’t. 
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Question. Did you ever speak to anybody at the White House about the NSC hold- 
ing on to these photographs? 

Answer. I don’t remember doing that. 

Question. Did you become aware at that time that the NSC considered Johnny 
Chung to be a hustler, as you can see in the second paragraph? 

Answer. No. Nobody said that to me. 

Mr. Eggleston. I might say that we don’t know that any of these involved the 
NSC. If you have that from some independent source, but do I know that these are 
NSC — you don’t know that these are NSC e-mails; do you? 

The Witness. No. 

Mr. Eggleston. I am sure you have it from some external source. I just want 
it clear from Ms. Khare’s point of view, she doesn’t know that these are NSC people. 
You can ask her any question you want, but I do not think she recognizes these 
names. 

The Witness. No, I don’t recognize these names, period. 

Mr. Eggleston. I don’t think it has NSC on here. 

Ms. Safavian. No, it does not. 

Mr. Eggleston. I just want you to know she has no knowledge even from reading 
the e-mail that the NSC said that he was a hustler. She doesn’t know that. 

examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. That was what I wanted to find out, if anyone had, in fact, told you 
what the NSC had determined about Johnny Chung and this Chinese delegation of 
businessmen? 

Answer. No. 

Question. You never learned 

Answer. I don’t remember being told that at all. 

Question. And you, I think you had just mentioned you don’t know these individ- 
uals who are listed? 

Answer. No. 

Question. On these e-mails? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And had never spoken with them? 

Answer. No. 

Question. After this, did the White House or anybody ever contact the DNC and 
tell the DNC, we are a little concerned about, the NSC is concerned about Johnny 
Chung and we just wanted to let you know that? Did you ever receive any phone 
call like that? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Safavian. I believe that these exhibits are already marked. 

Mr. Eggleston. We have been going about an hour and 10 minutes. If we would 
break in 5 or so minutes. 

Ms. Safavian. Whenever you would like to. 

Mr. Eggleston. Whenever is convenient. Just a convenient stopping point. 

Ms. Safavian. Let me go through one other document with you real quick. 

examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. Ms. Khare, let me show you a fax cover sheet that is from you to John- 
ny Chung. If you look at the top, the facsimile looks like the date is April 11, 1995. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Let me just ask you, first of all, do you recall preparing this document? 

Answer. No, but it is my writing so obviously I did. 

Question. In the comments section it says: “The White House assures me that you 
now have the pictures. Hooray. If you don’t, give me a call. Have a good trip.” 

Do you recall learning that the White House had, in fact, given Johnny Chung 
the photographs? 

Answer. No, I really don’t. Obviously, I did learn it, but I do not remember that. 

Question. You don’t recall who you would have contacted at the White House to 
find that out? 

Answer. No, and I may not have contacted anybody at the White House. I mean 
somebody actually on my staff could have told me, on the DNC staff could have told 
me. 

Question. Do you recall any particular reason why you would have sent this to 
Johnny Chung? 

Answer. No. Other than — no, I mean, since I didn’t remember sending it, I don’t 
remember any reason. 

Question. You don’t recall him calling you and 
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Answer. I don’t remember him calling me about it. This just was not the highest 
priority in my life at that time. So things could have happened that — a lot of things 
happened that I am sure I do not remember. 

Ms. Safavian. Let me mark this as CK-7. 

[Khare Deposition Exhibit No. CK-7 was marked for identification.] 

Ms. Safavian. Why don’t we go ahead at this time and take that break. 

[Brief Recess.] 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Ms. Khare, just one last question on CK-7. You mentioned “have a good 
trip.” Do you recall where Mr. Chung was going? 

Answer. No. Although there was a letter here where he said he was going to 
China and wanted the pictures to go with him. So obviously I knew that he was 
going on that trip. 

Question. Would that have been the letter he addressed to Mr. Fowler? 

Answer. I just remembered when you showed me things, seeing that in here. 

Mr. Eggleston. CK-4, I think. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN. 

Question. Yes, CK-4, it states, “I am going to China next week.” 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. “I do need to bring those pictures with me.” 

Answer. Yes. So I don’t know if he had told me that or I had seen it in a letter, 
whatever. 

Question. Okay. You had mentioned the first time that you had any contact with 
Mr. Chung was when he called you about this radio address. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you recall from that time period to CK-7, the date being April 11, 
1995, ever actually meeting Mr. Chung in person? 

Answer. I don’t remember when I ever met him the first time in person. 

Question. You don’t recall the first time you actually met him? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you recall what the circumstances were? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. Do you recall if somebody introduced you to him? 

Answer. I don’t remember. 

Question. If I could just show you a May 8, 1995, letter to Don Fowler from John- 
ny Chung. If you will just go ahead and take a moment to look at that. 

Mr. Weebel. Is the number cut off at the bottom? 

Ms. Safavian. I am afraid it is. I apologize for that. 

Mr. Eggleston. You don’t have a better version? 

Ms. Safavian. Not with me. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Have you finished reading that? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Can you tell me, have you ever seen this letter before? 

Answer. I do not remember this letter but probably I did. 

Question. Once again, it is cc’d to you at the bottom? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you have any reason to believe that you would not have gotten a 
copy of this? 

Answer. No. 

Question. In the first paragraph it says: “It was wonderful to see you again. I ap- 
preciate you and Carol making the time available for us to talk about the latest up- 
date from my recent trip to China.” 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Does this help you place in time when you may have met with, met Mr. 
Chung? 

Answer. I don’t even remember this meeting, although I remember that we had 
a conversation with him that probably was this meeting about going to China. He 
wanted some DNC people to go to China. And whether prior to that meeting I had 
met him, I don’t know. I don’t know. I mean, obviously, I was in a meeting with 
him on that subject, but whether that was the first meeting I had with him or not, 
I don’t know. 

Question. At least we can establish that 

Answer. By that point I had met him. 
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Question. Okay. And as you can see in the second paragraph, it appears that Mr. 
Chung presented Don Fowler with an official invitation from the Chinese govern- 
ment? 

Answer. I vaguely remember that. I do not remember what it looked like or any- 
thing like that. I remember that he was very anxious for us to go to China. 

Question. And when you say “us,” who 

Answer. Well, he wanted Chairman Fowler and some DNC staff members, and 
he always, when he would talk about it, would say to me, now, Carol, you will have 
to come. You will have to come. 

Question. Did Don Fowler or any DNC staff members ever take a trip to China 
with Johnny Chung? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Safavian. Let me mark that as CK-8. 

[Khare Deposition Exhibit No. CK-8 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN. 

Question. Ms. Khare, do you know who Harry Wu is? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And what do you know about him? 

Answer. I know what he was a prisoner in China, a political prisoner in China 
although he was from the United States. There was in the summer of 1995, I guess, 
there was an effort being made diplomatically to get him out. 

Question. Were you involved at all in this effort to free him? 

Answer. No. 

Question. How do you know anything about this? 

Answer. Well, it was in the news, but Johnny Chung wanted to be involved in 
the effort to free him or thought that he could be of help and was going to China 
and was very anxious to be helpful to the President and to the United States in 
getting him out. And he talked about it. 

Question. Did he talk to you about that? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. How often? 

Answer. Well, more than one time. I mean, I saw him. He came to the DNC 
maybe a couple times in that time period and he called me a couple of times about 
it, that he really needed to help with this and he, I am not sure why, except that 
I would take his phone calls, why he called me about it. 

Question. Would he call you directly or was he trying to get Chairman Fowler? 

Answer. He was calling me directly. Maybe he wanted to go and talk to the Presi- 
dent about it and that kind of thing, but he was just very interested in the whole 
subject, and I was somebody in semi official Washington that he could talk to about 
it, so he did. 

Question. Did he ever ask you for any assistance or for help in any way with this 
matter? 

Answer. No. I do not think he did. Unless me asked me if I could get him in to 
see the President or something, which I don’t know that he did. 

Question. He was just calling you? 

Answer. He just was — yes. And would I let the White House know that he was 
working on this, that kind of thing. 

Question. What would you say to him after a conversation like that took place? 

Answer. I would say, sure, if I talk to anybody, I will let them know that you 
are working on this. We all know you are trying to help. Thanks a lot. That kind 
of thing. 

Question. Would you 

Answer. I was not unkind to him, but I really did not think that he was going 
to be able to get Harry Wu out of China. 

Question. Did you ever pass on his comments that he was trying to help Harry 
Wu to anyone at the White House? 

Answer. I don’t think so. 

Question. Did you ever speak to Chairman Fowler about this? 

Answer. I probably did. But not in a sense that you really need to go to call the 
President and tell him this. More, Johnny Chung says he is going to get Harry Wu 
out, that kind of thing. 

Mr. Yeager. I take it you were being facetious? 

The Witness. I guess that I was. I truly did not take his effort very seriously. 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN. 

Question. Let me show you a July 24, 1995, letter from Don Fowler to Johnny 
Chung. If you will just take a look at that. Have you seen this letter before? 

Answer. I do not recall this letter. 

Question. Would this have been something that you would have prepared for Don 
Fowler or would this have been something that a staff assistant would have done, 
if you can say? 

Answer. I don’t know. I think probably a staff assistant did it. But I could possibly 
have done it. This was the kind of thing that whoever happened to be standing 
there might do. It may even have been dictated. I mean, it could be that Chairman 
Fowler did it himself. I just do not recognize this particular one. 

Question. If you look in the second paragraph, starting with the second sentence, 
“I enjoyed meeting your friend who is the wife of the Chief of Staff of the Chinese 
Army.” 

Do you recall this meeting that Don Fowler had with the wife of the Chief of Staff 
of the Chinese Army? 

Answer. I do not remember that specific meeting, although he brought a number 
of people up there to meet the chairman so I am sure that was one in a bunch. 

Question. You don’t specifically recall this meeting, though? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Would Johnny Chung call ahead of time and try and get appointments 
with the chairman or would he just maybe show up? 

Answer. Sometimes he called ahead of time. More likely he would just show up. 

Question. And he would show up with guests with him? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Would Chairman Fowler always find time to meet with him? 

Answer. He wasn’t even always there. In fact, sometimes I met with some people 
just because somebody had to go down and meet with these people and be polite 
to them because they were guests. But, no, he obviously couldn’t always meet — and 
sometimes when people dropped by like that, which was not unusual for people just 
to drop by to see him, he would just walk out into the hall or down in the reception 
area and say, I am sorry, I am busy, but I am so glad you came by, good-bye. This 
could even have been like that. 

Question. Okay. If we continue in that second paragraph, quote: “We all look to 
you for guidance and help over the coming months. Please let me know about your 
efforts to gain the release of Harry Wu.” 

Answer. I think that is good manners. 

Question. So Don Fowler obviously knew about Mr. Chung’s efforts or desire to 
free Harry Wu? 

Answer. Yes. 

Ms. Safavian. Let me mark this as Exhibit CK-9. 

[Khare Deposition Exhibit No. CK-9 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN. 

Question. I am going to be handing you two documents. They are both a July 25, 
1995, letter to Johnny Chung from Don Fowler. You can take a look at both of them. 

Answer. Looks like the same words on both of them. 

Question. I was going to ask you, do you agree that it appears to be the same 
letter with the exception of at the bottom of DNC 3233816 there are some Chinese 
characters. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. That does not appear on DNC 3102488. 

Answer. Yes. 

Mr. Yeager. Do you know if they are Chinese characters? 

The Witness. No, as a matter of fact, I don’t know if those are Chinese char- 
acters. 

Mr. Eggleston. I was going to ask you to read the Chinese to us. 

The Witness. You were not going to tell them that is a talent of mine. 

Mr. Eggleston. She is kidding. 

The Witness. I was kidding, and I don’t know that this is Chinese, although with 
Johnny Chung it probably would not be Japanese. 

Ms. Safavian. Just so we do not get confused, why don’t I go ahead and mark 
these two as exhibits. I will mark DNC 3102488 as Exhibit CK-10, and I will mark 
Exhibit DNC 3233816 as Exhibit CK-11. 

[Khare Deposition Exhibit No. CK-10 was marked for identification.] 

[Khare Deposition Exhibit No. CK-11 was marked for identification.] 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. First of all, looking at Exhibit 10, do you recall this letter, preparing 
this letter or sending this letter out? 

Answer. No, I do not. 

Question. Let me just read it for the record. Starting with the second sentence 
of the first full paragraph: “You are to be commended for your efforts to build a 
bridge between the people of China and the United States. I want to express my 
appreciation to you for being a friend and a great supporter of the DNC. 

“Good luck on your trip to China and please keep me informed. Thank you.” 

Did Johnny Chung ask Mr. Fowler to prepare a letter like this? 

Answer. I do not think so. We sent letters to almost anybody who came to the 
office. I mean, that is something that Don Fowler routinely does, if he sees some- 
body, meets them on the street, he sends them a letter. So this was a very routine 
kind of thing to send out. 

Question. I am sorry, even using language that I just read, “efforts to build a 
bridge between the people of China and the United States,” did that have anything 
to do with his trip to China to help free Harry Wu? 

Answer. I don’t know, but he talked, in conversations with him he would talk 
about wanting to build bridges between our two countries. That kind of thing. So 
that is his language. That would be the kind of thing you would put in a polite note 
to somebody who had come by. Some of the conversation in that would have been 
in his conversation. 

Question. So you do not recall Johnny Chung asking for a letter like this to be 
drafted? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. If you look at Exhibit 1 1 

Mr. Eggleston. CK-8 has got Chung writing about the important bridge making 
process. 

The Witness. Yes. That is just 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Were you finished with what you were saying? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. If you look at Exhibit 11, first of all, would the DNC have sent a letter 
to Johnny Chung including these, what I believe to be Chinese characters, on the 
bottom of the letter? 

Answer. No. I do not think we had anybody who could, was capable of doing that 
at the DNC. 

Question. If you look at the top of the document, it looks like it was feixed on 7/ 
25/95. It says, DNC Chairmen Dodd and Fowler with an arrow pointing to AISI, 
which was Jobnny Chung’s company. 

Answer. Right. 

Question. Do you know how it is, then, that the DNC had possession of this letter 
in this format with the Chinese characters at the bottom? 

Answer. No, I do not. I have no idea. Obviously, I guess this came from the DNC. 
But I don’t know how that would have gotten on there. 

Question. And how the DNC would have gotten the letter back? 

Answer. No. I don’t know. I mean, this looks like something that went out of our 
office. This does not. I assume this got put on it somewhere else and it came back. 

Question. But you don’t know why it came back? 

Answer. No, I have no idea. 

Question. Were you aware through conversations you had with Johnny Chung 
that he was asking or wanting from the White House a credential letter for his trip 
to China? 

Answer. I do not remember that. I am not sure what a credential letter is. But 
I do not remember that particular thing. 

Question. Let me show you a set of documents that starts with a ftix cover page 
from AISI to Betty Currie from Irene for Johnny Chung dated July 25, 1995. If you 
will just take a quick look at these five pages. Have you finished looking at that? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Have you seen any of these documents before? 

Answer. Other than the, than this one, I do not think that I have. 

Question. You are referencing the last document, which is EOF 005057? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Which is the letter to Johnny Chung from Don Fowler that we were just 
discussing? 

Answer. Yes. 
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Question. Actually, if you will take a look, looking at that last page of the docu- 
ment, looking hack at Exhibit CK-11, if you will notice, and maybe you can help 
me out with this, they are the same letters with the exception, once again, that CK- 
11, there is the Chinese characters at the bottom. On the EOF 005057 version that 
does not exist. But at the top of both of those documents we have the same facsimile 
message at the top. The typesetting seems to be different between the two docu- 
ments. I am just wondering, first of all 

Answer. It does. I agree with you. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge as to why that may be or any explanation 
for that? 

Answer. No. 

Mr. Yeager. It could be reduced. 

The Witness. I think this one is just reduced because the letterhead is reduced, 
too. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Okay. First of all, as you can see from this document, and I will mark 
it as CK-12 so we can refer to that as CK-12, this is the set of documents which 
is EOF 005053 through 5057. 

[Khare Deposition Exhibit No. CK-12 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you have any reason to know why Johnny Chung would have sent 
a copy of Don Fowler’s letter to him to the White House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And he did not mention to you at all his desire to get the White House 
to send him a credential letter? 

Answer. If he did, I don’t remember. 

Question. Did you ever make any phone calls on his behalf to the White House 
to get such a letter for him? 

Answer. I don’t think so. 

Question. Did you ever at any time request from the White House for them to 
write any letter for Johnny Chung not limited to a credential letter? 

Answer. I do not remember doing that. 

Question. Making any request like that on behalf of him? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did there come a time when Johnny Chung contacted you while he was 
over in China about Harry Wu? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Can you tell me about that? 

Answer. He called me from, he said from Beijing. He said, I guess you know that 
Harry Wu is out. I helped get Harry Wu out. And I said, that is wonderful, that 
is wonderful that you got him out. 

And he — the First Lady was going to Beijing for something, and he wanted to see 
her when she came there. And he wanted me to help him. He had tried calling the 
White House, I think, but he wanted me to help him get into whatever event she 
was going. He wanted to welcome her to China. He wanted to be there when she 
arrived. He wanted me to help do that. 

Question. He wanted you to help him with that? 

Answer. Yes, he wanted me to contact somebody at the White House and get per- 
mission for him or clearance, whatever, for him to be able to greet the First Lady 
when she got to China and be in that group. 

Question. Did you assist him in any way in that request? 

Answer. No. 

Question. You didn’t make any phone calls? 

Answer. I probably led him to believe that I would but eveiybody at the White 
House at that time was in Montana or something, and I had tried to get some peo- 
ple at the White House earlier in the week and had not been able to get them. They 
would not return my calls. So I sort of rationalized that I made that call for him 
but I couldn’t really reach anybody. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Okay. Do you recall when it was that he made this phone call to you 
from Beijing? 

Answer. No. I don’t remember when it was. It was shortly after Harry Wu’s re- 
lease. 

Question. And do you know why he called you? 
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Answer. Because he thought that I could help him get in to see the First Lady. 

Question. Oh, that was the purpose of his phone call? 

Answer. That was the point of it, yes. 

Question. Okay. And he pretty much just told you that he had — that Harry Wu 
had been released 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. I am sorry. Did you say that he 

Answer. He said, “I helped get Harry Wu out.” And I said, “Well, that was won- 
derful.” I didn’t argue with him about it. 

Question. Was that pretty much the substance of the conversation? 

Answer. That was sort of the gist of it. He is a little difficult to talk to because 
he has right much of an accent and to me it is harder to talk to somebody on the 
telephone when they have a hard to understand accent. And when they are calling 
from Beijing, it is even harder and it was not a good connection. I think he maybe 
even called me a second time to see if I had been able to arrange anything for him 
to see the First Lady, and I hadn’t been able to. 

Question. Did you relay to anybody else that Johnny Chung had called you from 
Beijing and he told you that he had helped free Harry Wu? 

Answer. I am sure I did. I am sure I told people that. 

Question. Do you recall who you would have told? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did he ask you to relay to anybody that he had done this? 

Answer. No. No. Unless it was a part of his getting into the First Lady; maybe 
said, tell her I got Harry Wu out and now I need to meet with her, or something 
like that, but I didn’t — no official notices to the State Department or anything. 

Question. Did Mr. Chung, when he was telling you about his efforts and his as- 
sistance in freeing Harry Wu, did he happen to mention to you at all what he did? 

Answer. No. No. 

Question. He didn’t go into any detail with you? 

Answer. No. I don’t think so. I mean, he had said, prior to going over there, that 
he thought he could help because he knew a lot of people over there, knew the right 
people to talk to. He didn’t tell me how he actually achieved it. 

Question. Did he happen to mention to you the names of any Chinese officials that 
he may have met with about that? 

Answer. If he did, I don’t remember. 

Question. Okay. Let me just show you another letter. This one is dated January 
30th, 1996. Actually, it is a group of letters and it is — the Bates Stamp is DNC 
3263845 through 3263848. If you will just take a quick look at these for me. 

Have you finished looking at them? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Actually, I would like to begin with what is the second document, be- 
cause as far as timing goes the second document is a January 22nd, 1996, letter. 
This is addressed to Don Fowler from Irene Wu, who you said you had spoken to? 

Answer. Yes. I think she was a secretary or something to Johnny Chung. 

Question. Okay. By reading the letter, it looks like she is asking for Don Fowler’s 
assistance in arranging a meeting between Vice President Gore and Professor Qu 
Geping? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Okay. Do you recall making any efforts to try and arrange this meeting? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. If you notice at the bottom of that document, there is some hand- 
writing. 

Answer. Mine. 

Question. That’s your handwriting? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. I believe it says, “Don, I am inclined to ignore this. Johnny promised 
$100,000 in November and another $100,000 in December. None came. C.” 

Did I read that correctly? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. What did you mean by this? 

Answer. I think by this point, Johnny was really pestering us a lot. He wanted 
something all the time. And he always talked about what a big donor he was, but 
he did sort of quit giving money, and DNC Finance people kept — were complaining 
about it. I mean, I had been in meetings with them, that kind of thing. They would 
say, Johnny Chung, he keeps promising us money and he always wants something; 
he always wants a letter, that kind of thing, and he hasn’t given any money. And 
so I think that’s probably the reason for this. 
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I mean, I don’t remember specifically that he promised $100,000 this time and 
$100,000 another time, but I do remember that DNC Finance was complaining be- 
cause he was always talking and always wanting something but he wasn’t really 
giving any money. 

Question. So you believe that this note that you have down here, you got that in- 
formation from these finance meetings? 

Answer. Yes. I think I probably just was aware of that. I don’t think I went down 
there and said, should we do something for Johnny? I think I just was aware that 
he had probably had a lot of attention and we didn’t have to put forth a lot of effort 
for him because he had gotten a lot of attention. 

Question. Oh, okay. You had mentioned, you know, that he was always calling 
asking for things, wanting a letter. 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. I believe that was something that you mentioned. When you said “want- 
ing a letter,” what did you mean by that? 

Answer. Well, he would want a letter to somebody welcoming them to Washington 
or he would want, you know, a letter to go to China with. You know, he liked paper 
and so he would ask you to write him a letter; I would like a letter from the chair- 
man to this person sa 3 dng welcome to the United States or something like that. 

So, you know — he was always wanting an appointment and always wanting to 
come up and see the chairman and bring people up there. 

Question. Before when he made these requests, was that something that the DNC 
and Chairman Fowler would usually try to take care of for him? 

Answer. A request that somebody makes that doesn’t — isn’t real involved or real 
difficult, if it is a letter and there is nothing — no reason not to write that letter, 
usually we would take care of it for most anybody who asked. 

But he asked so many — so much more often than anybody else that it was — you 
know, we became less inclined to jump. 

Question. Did you discuss this at all with Chairman Fowler? 

Answer. This particular thing? 

Question. Yes, about your comments and that. 

Answer. I don’t remember. I don’t remember. 

Question. At the top of the letter, there is another handwritten note. It says — is 
that Rolf? 

Answer. Rolf. 

Question. R-O-L-F? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. Write a polite letter sa 3 dng we are referring letter to Veep’s office? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Dash, no commitment. D. 

Who is that? 

Answer. Don. That’s Don Fowler. 

Question. Don Fowler’s handwriting? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. You don’t recall have a conversation with him about whether you were 
going to help Johnny? 

Answer. No. He probably saw my note, saw this letter and that was the disposi- 
tion of it. 

Question. This didn’t come back to you, then? 

Answer. No, I don’t think so. 

Question. It went to Rolf? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who was Rolf? 

Answer. He was a staff assistant in that office. He may have — in fact, I think he 
may have been the driver at this time and would do letters when he was in the 
office, and I think this is — this is a letter that he drafted. I can tell from his initials 
on it. 

Question. What was Rolfs last name? 

Answer. Olson. 

Question. Olson. Okay. So you are talking about the first page of this, which is 
DNC 3263845? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. Do you know what, if anything, came of this request of Johnny Chung’s? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Ms. Safavian. Let me go ahead and mark this as Exhibit CK-13. 

Mr. Eggleston. These are all pages? 

Ms. Safavian. Yes. 

Mr. Eggleston. All four pages, I guess? 
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Mr. Eggleston. Yes, 3263845 through 3263848. 

[Khare Deposition Exhibit No. CK-13 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Moving on to another subject, can you tell me, when did you first meet 
John Huang? 

Answer. I don’t know. He had been at the DNC a little while, I think, when I 
finally met him, when — or when I first met him. 

Question. He had been there prior to you 

Answer. He was there on the staff. I mean, I had sort of seen him around for 
awhile before I knew — actually knew who he was. 

Question. So when you arrived at the DNC 

Answer. He was not there. 

Question. He was not there? 

Answer. No, no. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. He came to work at the DNC in late ’95 or early ’96, and I had already 
been there awhile but I just happened not to meet him. 

Question. Did you know that — did you know the circumstances surrounding his 
hiring at the DNC? 

Answer. No. 

Question. You were not involved in that at all? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. Do you know whether or not John Huang ever set up any fund- 
raising events involving the President? 

Answer. I know that he did. 

Question. You know that he did? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Was this a usual occurrence for him? Was this one of his responsibil- 
ities? 

Answer. Yes. Almost anybody in Einance would have had that responsibility, to 
set up events. 

Question. Involving the President? 

Answer. Yeah, or some involvement in it. 

Question. Do you know if there ever came a point in time when he ceased pre- 
paring fund-raising events for the President? 

Answer. No, I don’t know that. 

Mr. Eggleston. I think she said, or some involvement. 

The Witness. Yes. I don’t know whether he would have been the — in charge of 
an event or not, but everybody in Finance worked on events. So whether he was 
in charge of particular events, I know that I — I know now that he was but at the 
time, when all of this was going on, if you had said to me he does — he sets up 
events, I wouldn’t have been surprised. But I don’t know if somebody — if I actually 
knew specifically what his job was. He was a fund-raiser and that’s what they did. 

Question. Did you have much contact with John Huang? 

Answer. Not a lot. I talked to him a few times and he would just stick his head 
in my office and say hello if he happened to be passing by. But I never knew him 
real well, and I didn’t work directly with him. 

Question. Were you ever in any of the staff meetings with Don Fowler where John 
Huang would have come up and it would have been discussed whether or not he 
should continue helping with fund-raising events or anything like that? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Would you have had any knowledge whether John Huang traveled out- 
side the United States for fund-raising? 

Answer. No, I don’t — I don’t have any knowledge that he did. I don’t think I would 
routinely have been told something like that. 

Question. That is not something that you would have been involved with? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. Do you recall there came — do you recall when there came a point 
in time when John Huang — when he left the DNC? 

Answer. Yes, I remember that. 

Question. Okay. Do you recall the circumstances surrounding his leaving the 
DNC? 

Answer. Well, he left after the election, and a lot of — a lot of fund-raisers left at 
that time. I mean, obviously he was in the thick of controversy himself right then, 
but that was a time when a lot of staff people left the DNC because the election 
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was over. And I didn’t have any conversation with him about it or with anybody 
about it. 

Question. Did you ever have any conversations with him regarding reports in the 
press that he had accepted foreign contributions? 

Answer. With him? No. 

Question. Did you have any conversations like that with Don Fowler? 

Answer. There were meetings over there about that sort of thing, that I was in. 
So I wouldn’t term them conversations but, you know, as people were becoming 
aware of that situation, you know, we had some senior staff meetings about it. 

Question. Was this before or after John Huang left the DNC? 

Answer. Probably both. 

Question. When it was before he left the DNC, would Mr. Huang have been in- 
volved in those meetings? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Would he have been present? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know who Roger Tamraz is? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And can you just tell me who he is? 

Answer. Well, most of what I know about Roger Tamraz I have learned recently 
from media reports and that kind of thing. While I was at the DNC, I knew Roger 
Tamraz as — I didn’t know him. I have never met him, but I knew his name because 
he was a donor. 

Question. But you have never met him? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever have a conversation with him on the telephone? 

Answer. No, not — not to my memory. 

Question. Do you know if Tamraz — Mr. Tamraz ever met with Don Fowler? 

Answer. I think that he did. I don’t remember whether he met with him at the 
DNC or not. 

Question. Do you know how often he met — the two of them may have met? 

Answer. Not very — a few times, I guess. 

Question. Do you know the purpose behind any of those meetings? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did Don Fowler ever mention to you that Roger Tamraz was discussing 
an oil pipeline deal that he had? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know whether or not Chairman Fowler ever offered his assist- 
ance to Roger Tamraz in meeting with Federal officials? 

Answer. No, huh-uh. 

Question. Do you recall a July 11th, 1995, meeting Chairman Fowler had with 
Roger Tamraz? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Let me show you this memorandum, which is to Don Fowler. It is from 
Alejandra Castillo dated July 12th, 1995 and it says regarding a meeting with Roger 
Tamraz. If you would just go ahead and look this over before we discuss it. 

Ms. Khare, have you finished looking at it? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. First of all, do you recall ever receiving this memorandum or seeing it 
before? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Would this have been something that you would have gotten while you 
were at the DNC or did you see it some other time? 

Answer. Yes. And I have seen it recently, but, yes, I would have gotten it at the 
DNC. 

Question. Okay. Can you tell me, first of all, who is Alejandra Castillo? 

Answer. She was a young woman — is a young woman who at that time was pre- 
paring briefings for Don Fowler. 

Question. Briefings? What do you mean by that? 

Answer. Well, when he had a meeting with somebody, she would give him some 
notes on that person. If he were going on a trip, she would give him briefings about 
all the meetings on the trip, who was going to be in the meeting, what the politics 
of the — are and the place where he was going, that sort of thing. And she would 
research that — those things and talk to various other people and make him some 
notes so he would not go into situations cold; he would know what to expect. 

Question. Okay. And the very last page of this, it shows that it was cc’d to both 
you and Ari Swiller? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 
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Question. Who is Ari Swiller? 

Answer. He was — he is someone who was a fund-raiser at the DNC. He was on 
DNC Finance staff. 

Question. Okay. Do you know if there was any particular reason why Ms. Castillo 
would have prepared a memorandum on Roger Tamraz? I mean, did — was she asked 
to do one for this? 

Answer. I don’t know whether she was asked to do it or not. 

Question. Do you know where she would have gotten this information from to pre- 
pare this memorandum? 

Answer. No, I don’t know. She may have told me at the time where she got it, 
but I don’t know — I don’t remember now if she did. 

Question. Okay. And did you — was there a meeting held with Don Fowler, Ms. 
Castillo, yourself and Ari Swiller about this or 

Answer. No. 

Question [continuing]. Was this memorandum just passed out? 

Answer. No. I think it was just passed out. 

Question. Do you recall having a conversation with Don Fowler about this memo- 
randum? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. Did you ever discuss this memorandum with Ms. Castillo or Mr. 
Swiller? 

Answer. I am sure I discussed it with her. I am not sure whether I discussed it 
with him, with Ari Swiller. 

Question. The first sentence, or the first few words of the first sentence, says, 
“Pursuant to your meeting with Roger Tamraz, Capitol Oil Incorporated, held on 
Tuesday July 11th,” do you happen to recall this meeting that Roger Tamraz had 
with the Chairman on July 11th? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. Okay. Would Ms. Castillo have been present at this meeting with Mr. 
Fowler and Mr. 'Tamraz? 

Answer. That would be very unusual if she had been in there. 

Question. Would Mr. Swiller have been present in this? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you know that for sure? 

Answer. No, I don’t, but that — usually if a donor was in there a person from DNC 
Finance would be in there. 

Question. So the first paragraph, second sentence, states, quote, “As a potential 
managing trustee member, Mr. Tamraz’ business dealing may potentially, if not 
definite, political and ethical implications on the DNC fund-raising operations.” 

Did Roger Tamraz discuss, do you know, with Chairman Fowler becoming a man- 
aging trustee? 

Answer. I don’t know whether he did or not. 

Question. Did you have any discussions with anyone about Mr. Tamraz becoming 
a managing trustee? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know whether Mr. Tamraz ever became a managing trustee? 

Answer. No, I don’t know. 

Question. Continuing on in the first paragraph, it says, “I have had several con- 
versations with Carol Khare and Ari Swiller regarding Mr. Tamraz’ background.” 

Does that refresh your recollection? 

Answer. I don’t remember several conversations. I remember here is this memo; 
we talked about it. But — I remember maybe one conversation that is mentioned far- 
ther back in here prior to her doing this memo, but I don’t remember anything else. 

Question. Did you know anjdhing about Mr. Tamraz’ background before reading 
this memo prepared by Ms. Castillo? 

Answer. Only what is mentioned back here about a Commerce Department friend 
of mine. That was all I knew about Roger Tamraz. 

Question. Why don’t we take a look at that. That’s back on the last page, which 
is DNC 3116353. The first paragraph states, “Based upon the above-stated events, 
it is clear that Mr. Tamraz has several problems pending before the international 
business community. Among the more recent events concerning Mr. Tamraz is his 
bar from participating in a Commerce Department trade board. Open parenthesis, 
unofficial Carol Khare received warning from a DOC friend, closed parenthesis,” end 
of the quote. 

Did I read that correctly? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Okay. Who was the DOC friend that you received a warning from? 
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Answer. The young man who I knew before I came to Washington who worked 
at the Department of Commerce and who had worked at the DNC, then at the De- 
partment of Commerce and then came back to the DNC. His name is John Ost. 

Question. I am sorry. Ost? 

Answer. Ost, 0-S-T. — had, I believe, seen Roger Tamraz’ name on the Chairman’s 
schedule, which the schedule was on the e-mail. So the staff knew where he was, 
who he was meeting with, that kind of thing. 

Question. Do you mean he as in Mr. Ost? 

Answer. He, Mr. Ost, had seen it on DNC e-mail, I think had seen the schedule, 
that Roger Tamraz was meeting with Don Fowler; and said to me, do you know who 
Roger Tamraz is? He was supposed to go on a trade mission with the Commerce 
Department and then at the last minute somebody found out something bad about 
him and he was taken off the trip. 

Obviously, I relayed this to Alejandra before she did this memo. I don’t remember 
that conversation, but obviously I did. And so that’s what — that was my whole expo- 
sure to Roger Tamraz was that from John Ost. And he didn’t know why Tamraz 
had been taken off the trip. 

Question. I am sorry. Maybe I was confused. Were you saying that Mr. Ost was 
working at the DNC when 

Answer. He worked at the DNC. Then, after the ’92 election, he went and worked 
at the Department of Commerce. Then, at some point, he came back and worked 
at the DNC. I don’t know whether he was back in July or whether — I saw him occa- 
sionally, and he may have just been up there. He came — he had a lot of friends in 
the office and he would come up there sometimes, and so whether my conversation 
with him about Roger Tamraz happened while he was an employee of the DNC or 
an employee of the Department of Commerce, I don’t know. 

Question. Oh, okay. Because you had mentioned that he had seen the schedule 
of Don Fowler’s. 

Answer. Yes. He could — there were copies of it l 3 dng around so he might have just 
seen it or he might have been back on staff at that point. I just don’t know. 

Question. You didn’t contact him, in fact, about Roger Tamraz? 

Answer. No. He brought it up. 

Question. Did he tell you anything else besides the fact that he was not allowed 
to go on this trip? 

Answer. I think he told me that he didn’t know why. That’s my recollection, but 
I am not sure. 

Question. Do you recall if you told this information to anybody else besides Ms. 
Castillo? 

Answer. I don’t remember doing that. 

Question. Did you speak with Chairman Fowler about this? 

Answer. If I did, I don’t remember doing that. 

Question. If you look at the first sentence of the next paragraph, under conclu- 
sion — 

Mr. Eggleston. We are on the last page still? 

Ms. Safavian. Yes. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Quote, “In a conversation held with Ari Swiller yesterday, Mr. Tamraz 
expressed his desire to contribute $300,000 to the DNC.” 

Do you know whether Mr. Tamraz ever contributed this $300,000? 

Answer. No. I believe he contributed to the DNC, but how much I don’t know. 

Question. You never had a conversation with Mr. Swiller about this donation? 

Answer. If I did, I don’t remember it. 

Question. The very last paragraph, “Our association with Mr. Tamraz should be 
well defined, a difficult task given his complex business connections and political as- 
sociations. His business background has proved to be full of significant financial and 
ethical troubles. Pay attention to these warning signals,” exclamation point. 

Did you have any discussions with Chairman Fowler concerning this warning 
from Ms. Castillo? 

Answer. I don’t remember that I did. I had a conversation with somebody who 
sort of reassured me that most of this was not — there was nothing to most of this 
and that Roger Tamraz was a fine person and could — it would be all right for him 
to donate to the DNC, but I do not believe that it was with Chairman Fowler. 

Question. Do you recall who you had this conversation with? 

Answer. No. I just remember not being concerned anymore about this memo. 

Question. Did you think that Ms. Castillo was overreacting to what she had 
learned? 



840 


Answer. I think so. I think — that was how I felt about it. 

Question. Did you inquire of other people — I mean, is that how this person re- 
sponded to you and said, there is no need for you to worry about Mr. Tamraz? 

Answer. Yes, I think that’s what happened. But whether it was Ari Swiller or 
Richard Sullivan or somebody else, I just don’t know. 

Mr. Yeager. Was Ms. Castillo a pretty junior member of the Chairman’s office? 
The Witness. Very junior. 

Mr. Yeager. Did she have any expertise in the Middle East or any of the things 
she expressed an opinion about in this memorandum? 

The Witness. No. 


examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. Are you aware of any meetings or conversations Chairman Fowler may 
have had with the National Security Council or the CIA regarding Roger Tamraz? 

Answer. No, I am not. 

Question. Do you know whether or not, after this memo 

Mr. Eggleston. Could I interject something? I take it, it is all as of that time. 
Since that time, obviously Chairman Fowler has testified. 

The Witness. I have heard testimony, that kind of thing. 

Ms. Safavian. Of course. I am asking for your knowledge. 

Mr. Eggleston. Okay. 

Ms. Safavian. Around the time when you received this message. 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Eggleston. I assumed that. I wanted to make sure the record is clear you 
are not asking as of today. 

Ms. Safavian. No, that’s fine. 

examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. Please let me know if your memory is from a news article or something 
like that? 

Answer. Right. 

Question. Do you know if after this memorandum came to you, if Chairman 
Fowler had any further meetings with Roger Tamraz? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Ms. Safavian. Let me mark this as Exhibit CK-14. 

[Khare Deposition Exhibit No. CK-14 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Ms. Khare, did you have any — was there any specific liaison between 
your office and somebody at the White House? 

Answer. No, not any specific — if I needed something at the White House, I would 
usually call somebody in White House Political Affairs, because those were people 
that I knew and dealt with. We didn’t have any official, if you want something from 
the White House you have to talk to this person — this person has to talk to this 
person. It was nothing defined. 

Question. There wasn’t any one person that you would contact more often? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Let me show you a November 20th, 1995, memorandum to Harold Ickes 
from Don Fowler, Marvin Rosen, Scott Pastrick and Richard Sullivan regarding ad- 
ditional DNC fund-raising requests. If you will just go ahead and take a look at 
that. 

Ms. Khare, have you finished reading that? 

Answer. Yes, I have. 

Question. First of all, have you ever seen this memo before? 

Answer. I think I have seen it recently but I haven’t — I don’t think that I saw 
it at the time. 

Question. You don’t recall being the one who would have prepared this memo- 
randum for Mr. Fowler? 

Answer. No, no. I am sure that I was not. 

Question. Okay. In the fall of 1995, did you ever discuss with Chairman Fowler 
the need for the DNC to raise an additional $4 million? 

Answer. Everybody discussed that. Everybody at the DNC was aware of the fund- 
raising efforts and what we were spending money on, that kind of thing. It was a 
huge push at that time. 

Question. Is this from the staff meetings that would be held or was this just com- 
mon knowledge of everybody? 

Answer. Both. 
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Question. Okay. The top of the memo states that 18 to 20 calls will have to be 
made by POTUS, which is the President of the United States. 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. Do you know who the President was to call to raise these funds? 

Answer. No, I don’t. I don’t. 

Question. There is also 10 calls by the VPOTUS, Vice President. Do you know who 
he would have been calling to raise these funds? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. Were you involved at all in preparing any call sheets for either the 
President or the Vice President for fund-raising phone calls? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know who would have been involved in preparing a list? 

Answer. Someone in DNC Finance. 

Question. Under that, it states that there will be a White House holiday dinner 
which will be an accountability event. Do you know what an “accountability event” 
means? 

Answer. No, I don’t — I don’t know what that term means. I just noticed it when 
I was reading this, and I know I have seen this before, but I don’t — I don’t know. 

Mr. Yeager. I don’t want to put this as an objection but I just want to note that 
it is not entirely clear that this is a plan. 

Would you, Ms. Khare, characterize this as a proposal? 

The Witness. Yes, I guess, because you don’t send things over to the White House 
and tell them what they are going to do. 

Mr. Yeager. Thanks. 

The Witness. You suggest. 

Ms. Safavian. I am going to go ahead and mark this as Exhibit CK-15. 

[Khare Deposition Exhibit No. CK-15 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. When you arrived at the DNC, were you aware of the DNC system for 
screening contributions or contributors? 

Answer. That was something that was done by DNC Finance, and so I really was 
not particularly involved with that. 

Question. Did you ever have any knowledge of that process? 

Answer. I guess in conversations people might say something, you know, do you 
know anything about this person? Or we couldn’t take money from this person for 
this reason. But I don’t remember ever having a specific — being given a specific 
briefing on what that process was. 

Question. And it was not anything that you were ever involved with? 

Answer. It was not in my area at all. 

Question. Was it any area — was anyone that you were supervising, any of the 
staff assistants, ever involved in having to do that? 

Answer. No. No. 

Question. Are you aware that the President attended a series of coffees held at 
the White House during 1995 and 1996? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Were the coffees with the President part of the DNC’s major donor pro- 
gram? 

Answer. I don’t know if — that you would call them that because people were in- 
vited to those coffees who were not donors, and so — and people were not required 
to be donors in order to go to those coffees. So I don’t guess you would call it a part 
of that. 

Question. Were you involved at all in planning or preparing a list of attendees 
for any of these coffees? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know who would be? 

Answer. DNC Finance. 

Question. Did those lists ever make their way to Chairman Fowler for his ap- 
proval? 

Answer. They usually — well, always before the event, at some point before the 
event, he would have a list of the people who were going to be there. 

Question. Would that be a list of the DNC staff employees or 

Answer. Both, both. The guests, the — everybody who was going to be there, just 
because he likes to know who is going to be in the room before he walks in there. 

But I don’t think that he participated in — so much in making out the lists, al- 
though he may have suggested names. I don’t know. He didn’t do it through me. 
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Question. Okay. In any of the meetings, I mean, the staff meetings that were held, 
were these coffees ever brought up? 

Mr. Yeager. What meetings are you referring to again? 

Ms. Safavian. I am sorry. The witness 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. You testified earlier that there were staff meetings at the DNC that you 
attended? 

Answer. I guess they were. I guess they were mentioned but it was not a thing 
that we worked on in those meetings or debated in those meetings or anything. 

Question. Okay. Do you happen to know what the purpose of these coffees were? 

Answer. I don’t know that I can define that purpose. I don’t know that I was in- 
volved enough to define that purpose. 

Question. Let me just show you and see if you have seen this before. This is a — 
I guess a memorandum or a scheduling memorandum. The document is Bates 
Stamped EOF 024249. If you will just take a quick look at that. 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. Have you ever seen this document or something like this before? 

Answer. No. I mean, I have seen things like this just because when there is an 
event you get something like this, or the chairman would get something like this, 
letting him know what — what the sequence of activities would be, that sort of thing. 
So I have seen something like this but I haven’t seen this specific one, I don’t think. 

Question. Let me just state, I just noticed at the bottom of this document that 
there seems to be some sticker. It is typed BJT-6. I don’t believe that that was part 
of the original document. That must have somehow gotten on it and it was copied. 
So don’t let that distract you. 

This is discussing a Presidential coffee. The date is May 7th, 1996. And the loca- 
tion is the White House. I am just interested in the purpose. It says, quote, “The 
purpose of this coffee is to raise funds for the Democratic National Committee,” 
closed quote. 

Would this be a way that the — would this be some way that the DNC would de- 
scribe the purpose of these coffees? 

Answer. I don’t think so. I never heard them described that way. In fact, it was 
made pretty clear at the DNC that there was no admission charged to these coffees, 
that people were not asked for money in order to attend these coffees. So that is 
an unusual phrasing to me. 

Question. Do you know who would have prepared this document? Is this some- 
thing that the DNC would have prepared or the White House? 

Answer. I don’t know. I don’t know who did this. 

Question. Okay. You mentioned that it was made clear at the DNC that the cof- 
fees were not to raise funds? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. Is that correct? 

Answer. They were — there was no cost of admission to the coffees. 

Question. Okay. Who made that clear at the DNC? 

Answer. Both the heads of finance and Chairman Fowler. I mean, the — I just — 
that was something you heard more than one time, that 

Mr. Yeager. Counsel, I think she has testified, and I don’t want to interfere too 
much with your questioning, but I think she has testified that she wasn’t involved 
extensively in the coffees. 

The Witness. No, I really was not. I mean, I was not. 

examination by ms. safavian: 

Question. That’s fine. Just because you had made that comment, I wanted to know 
who — you mentioned the finance Chairs. Who would they have been? 

Answer. Richard Sullivan or Marvin Rosen and people like that. 

Ms. Safavian. Okay. Let me, just because we discussed this, let me mark this 
as Exhibit CK-16. 

[Khare Deposition Exhibit No. CK-16 was marked for identification.] 

Mr. Yeager. Could I ask that this — the reference in the lower left-hand corner 
be stricken. That appears to be taken from another deposition. 

Ms. Safavian. Yes, absolutely. I would get a cleaner version, but since this was 
the version showed to you, I will make this an exhibit. 

Mr. Yeager. That’s just to protect the identity of someone else who apparently 
testified at the deposition. 



843 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Would you have seen any spreadsheets that would list the coffees and 
show projected funds that would have been received in response to the coffees or 
any in-hand amounts that the coffees generated? 

Answer. I probably wouldn’t have — something like that may have been around our 
office, but it was not something that I would have paid a lot of attention to it and 
studied and looked at. So I may have seen the document and not looked at it. 

Mr. Eggleston. You don’t actually remember such a document? 

The Witness. No. 

Mr. Eggleston. Just to make it clear. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Would that have been something that you would have had to look at? 

Answer. No, no. 

Question. Would it have been something that you would have discussed with 
Chairman Fowler? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Would that have been something you would have prepared for a meet- 
ing? 

Answer. Oh, no, I would not have been the one to prepare something like that. 

Mr. Eggleston. Again, just so it is clear, she did not acknowledge that such a 
document even existed, I think. 

The Witness. I guess — yeah, I don’t recall any such document. 

Mr. Eggleston. Okay. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Who would normally, from the DNC, if there was a normal grouping of 
individuals, staff employees, would attend these coffees with Chairman Fowler? 

Answer. I think Richard Sullivan went — I know that he went to some. I don’t 
know if he went to all. Marvin Rosen, who was Finance Chair, went to some. I don’t 
know if he went to all. And I can’t think of anyone else who would have gone. There 
may have been some particular situation where another person went, but those are 
the ones that I know went to some of the coffees. 

Now, that — but the idea was that they were small and not many staff people 
would have gone. 

Question. Do you know if Chairman Fowler would follow up with any of the indi- 
viduals who would have attended these coffees? 

Answer. He probably sent everybody a letter. That would be the normal thing. 
Any meeting he was in, he would have sent — followed up with a letter. 

Question. Is that something that you would have been involved in helping to pre- 
pare? 

Answer. It would — no, I don’t think so. Probably would have approved the letter, 
some basic letter. 

Question. It would have been a standard letter? 

Answer. Yes. 

Mr. Yeager. Would there have been a solicitation in that letter for funds? 

The Witness. I doubt it. I doubt it. I just don’t remember. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. SAFAVIAN: 

Question. Do you know if Chairman Fowler would follow up with any phone calls 
to these individuals who attended the coffees, after the coffees? 

Answer. I can’t say a specific one when he did, but I imagine so. I imagine that 
he did. 

Question. And why do you say that? 

Answer. Just because he always ends up having to deal with people after he has 
met with them, because he is just that kind of a person. But we did not have a rou- 
tine in that he would go in and sit down and follow up — make follow-up calls, but 
I can’t say that he didn’t do it because he probably did call some of them. 

Question. And you said he would always get the list of the attendees before he 
went? 

Answer. Yes. Yes. 

Ms. SAFAVIAN. I think I might be done, if you will just give me a moment. 

Ms. Khare, that’s all that I have. Minority counsel may have a few questions, and 
I will direct it to him for the moment. 

Mr. Yeager. If I could take a few minutes, counsel. 

Mr. Lu. Just off the record for a couple of minutes. 
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[Recess.] 


EXAMINATION BY MR. YEAGER: 

Question. Let’s go back on. 

Thank you, Ms. Khare, on behalf of all of the Democratic members of the com- 
mittee for coming in today and taking time to give testimony. We appreciate your 
coming in voluntarily. 

I have one question. I just want to take up where you had testified before, take 
you back to March of 1995, when Johnny Chung first called you from Maggie Wil- 
liams’ office, or the First Lady’s office — it is not clear exactly — you testified that you 
didn’t know who he was at that time. 

Answer. Right. 

Question. Isn’t that right? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. You weren’t aware that he had given contributions to the DNC 

Answer. No. 

Question [continuing]. At that time? 

Answer. I don’t think that I was. 

Mr. Yeager. That’s it. No further questions. 

Ms. Safavian. We are all done. Thank you very much for coming in. 

[Whereupon, at 3:55 p.m., the deposition was concluded.] 

[The exhibits referred to follow:] 
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TO; 

FR: 

RE: 


March 1,19«S 


J&2c€hleen 

Richard Sullivan/Ari Swiller 

Scheduling Request for Chairman Fowler for March 8th 



Meeting requested by Johnny Chung, CEO Automated Intelligent 
Systems, Inc. Torrance, CA, ONC Managing Trustee 


fREFERREP^IKE 

BxeiCGROgWD 


Wednesday Afternoon, March 9th jO 


Johnny contributed $94,000 to the DHC and raised an additional 
$40,000. $50,000 of this was for a DNC fundraising liincheon with 
the First Lady in Los Angeles on December 3rd, our first fundraiser 
after the November elections. 

Johnny is a second generation Taiwanese American who started out as 
a computer salesman and formed his o«m faxcast company, AI8I, three 
years ago. Johnny was named Los Angeles small businessman of the 
year by the LA NBC affiliate in 1994. His company, AISI does the 
faxing for many Democratic gubernatorial and senatorial candidates. 


Johnny also does a great deal of business /trade with China, fie 
would lihe to bring in some of his fellow associates from China who 
are visiting DC next vee)c for a courtesy meeting with the Chairman. 
They are all prominent businessmen and include the Chairman' of the 
China Chamber of International Commerce and the Vice President of 
the China International Trust and Investment Corporation. His group 
will be meeting with Secretary Brown earlier in the day. Enclosed 
is the list and bios for the attendees. 


-S’ - / O ■ oo A rv\ 


EXHIBIT 


IKMIliiiWilififfilfifflii DNC 1 375878 
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AUTOMATED INTELUGENT SYSTEMS, INC. 


2771 piaz* D*l Amo* Suit® #809 • Toffanc®, CA 90503 (310) 328'3883 • Fax; (310) 328-4196 


February 27, 1995 
(Via Fax) 

Mr. Richard Sullivan 
DNC 

(202)863-7187 


Dear Richard, 


How are you? I am going to need your help again. 1 am bringing with me the delegation from China. 
This is a group of very important and powerful business leaders from China. They will be in D.C. 
from 3/7 to 3/1 1 and will be staying at J.W. Marriott. (202) 393-2000. 1331 Pennsylvania N.W. . 
Washington DC. Enclose please find the name list and their personal infoimation. 


As I have mentioned on the phone, their main purpose would be as follows: 


I ,) Meet President Clinton 




2 ) Meet Vice President Al Gore 


3 ) Have lunch ai the Mess (White House) 


4) Tour the White Houae 


5.) Meet Secretary Ron Brown 


Please help me make arrangements accordingly. Thank you in advance for aD your help. I will see 
you soon. 


Sincerely, / / 



Chwnnan/CEO 

JC;iw 

End. 


^ EXHIBIT 

1 
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Name List of Delegation 


1. ) Hongy« Zheng 

Chairman. China Council for the Promotion of International Trade (CCPIT) 

Chairman. China Qiamber of International Commerce (CCOIC) 

2. ) Huaren Sheng 

President, China Petro-Chemical Corporation 

3. ) Jiehun Huang 

\^ce President, China International Trust and Investment Corporation 
A.) ReiuhongWang 

Vice Chairman & President, Shanghai AJ Shareholding Corporation 
5.) Jamas J. Sun 

Young Entrepreneur of Xinjiang, self made mu)ti>miiiionairB, Uaimqi Taihe industry Co. 


Entourage 


1. ) JianiongYu 

Chief, American & Oceanic Affairs Oiviston. Liaison Department, CCPIT & CCOIC 

2. ) Suxtn Tang 

Secretary to Mr. Huaran Sheng 

3. ) Jie Tang 

Interpreter, SINOPEC 


AISI Representatives 


1. ) Johnny Chung • ChairmerVCEO 

2. ) Art Liang • Managing Oirector/Executive V.P. 


3233327 
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Resume 


Zheng Hengye 

Mr. Zheng Kongye was born in Harbin, Heilongjiang Province in 
September 1929. He was engaged in trade and economic affairs 
in the Northeast Region of China from 1947 to 1954; 
transferred to the China council for the Promotion of 
International Trade (CCPIT) in 1955 and worked as Deputy 
Division Chief successively in the Department of Foreign 
Exhibition in China, Liaison Department and Department of 
Chinese Esdiibitions Abroad; served as Commercial Councilor of 
the Chinese Embassy in Australia and then in Greece from 1973 
to 1979; became Deputy Director and then Director of the 
Liaison Department of CCPIT in 1979; appointed Vice Chairman 
of CCPIT in 1981; served as Kinister-Counsellor (Commercial) of 
the Chinese Embassy in Japan 1984; resumed his post as Vice 
Chairman of CCPIT after he returned from Japan in 1986; 
concurrently became Vice Chairman of the China Chamber of 
International Commerce (CCOZC) in 1988. He assximed the post as 
Acting Chairman of CCPIT and CCOIC since October 1989. 

Mr. Zheng Hongye is a member of the Seventh and Eighth Chinese 
People's Political Consultative Conference, Chairman of the 
China International Economic and Trade Arbitration Commission, 
Chairman of the China Maritime Arbitration Commission, 

Chairman of the Economic and Trade Coordination committee for 
the Two Sides of the Straits, Chairman of the Association of 
China Foreign Service Trade and a concurrent professor of 
Xiamen University. Mr. Zheng Kongye is also Chairman of the 
China Committee of the International Chamber of commerce. 


Sheng Kuaren 

Mr. Sheng Kuaren, bom in September 1935, is President of 
China PetrO'HZhemical Corporation, Chairman of China 
international United Petroleum and Chemicals Co. Ltd, and 
concurrently Vice Chairman of China-Korea Economic Council. 

Mr. Sheng was born in Yancheng city, Jiangsu Province. He 
studied in Subel Cooperative Insititute for Cadres in Yangzhou 
city, Jiangsu Province In 1951. He used to be a statistician 
and plan*drafter in Subei General Cooperative Commune and the 
Finance and Econonmy Committee of Subei Administrative Office; 
apprentice, technician and deputy site director of Nanjing 
Construction Company; Deputy Director of the Long*term 
Planning Department in the Ministry of combustible Chemical 
Industry and the Ministry of Petro-chemical Industry; vice 
President of China Petro*chemical Corporation. 


DNC 3233328 
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Huang Jichun 

Mr. Huang Jiehun« Director and vice President ot China 
International Trust and investment Corporation (CITIC) , was 
born in 1933. He graduated from the University of Northeast 
Technology, China in 1955 and attended the Executive Program 
in Business Administration (EFBA) of Columbia University, 
U.S.A. in 1989. Hr. Huang is acting also as a professor and 
senior engineer as well as the Executive Director of China 
Nonferrous Metals society, a member of American Society of 
Metals and a aei^er of Chinese society of Investment. 

In CZTZC, Nr. Huang is in charge of investment and trade both 
at home and abroad as well as enterprise management. 

Hr. Huang's professional capability is specifically excellent 
in the metal and material fields. He used to be responsible 
for the scientific and technical ft £ D, production management 
and foreign trade of nation-wide non-ferrous metals sector 
during 1983 to 1967 as Vice President of China National Non- 
ferrous Metals Industry Corporation. Mr. Huang was also 
heavily engaged in elaborating the long-term strategic plan 
for the scientific and technical development of the Chinese 
metallurgical industry while working in the Ministry of 
Metallurgical industry from 1956 to 1982. He is very 
experienced in production, management and foreign trade and 
can manage English as a working language very well. 


Hang Nenzhong 

7/1992-Present Shanghai AJ Corporation, Shanghai 

Vice Chairman, President(C.E.o. ) 

11/1990-7/1992 Shanghai Patriotic construction corp. 

Vice Chairman, President 

2/1986-11/1990 Shanghai Investment & Trust Corp. 

Board Director, Executive Vice President 
in charge of international trading, 
investment and other technology related 
business 


1/1985-2/1986 

2/1976-12/1984 

3/1963-2/1976 


Shanghai Investment & Trust Corp. 

Senior Vice President 

responsible for all international trading 

Bureau of Aerospace Industry, Shanghai 
Director of Quality Assurance, Chief 
Production Engineer and Standing Member of 
Science and Technology commission' 
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8/1952-3/1963 

Technical Titlet 

Education: 

Personal: 


Plant No. 120 of tha China Aviation 
Industry/ Harbin 

Superintendent, Production Engineer 
Peseareher 

Graduate of the Yenching University, Beijing 
Born in China on Kay 1932, Harried 


3233330 
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Rssume 


Jamec J. Sun 

Mr. Sun was bom on November 28. 1982 in Her Nan Province. China. He is the President of 
Xinjiang Taihe Enterphse Group Co. Ltd. and also a seif mads millionairs. Ha formed the Taihe 
Enterprise in 1990. Currently the Taihe Group consist of Taihe Real Estate Co, who’s projects 
indudas the four star Taihe Hotel in Urumqi, Taihe Kangle Developing Co. and Taihe Battery Co. 


DNC 3233331 
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AISI Representatives 

1. ) Johnny Chung - Chaiiman/CEO 

2. ) Art Liang - Managing Director/Exeeutiva V.P. 

3. ) Iren# Wu - Delegation Adminiatrtor 

4. ) Gaorga Liu - Special Assistant to Chairman (East Coast) 

5. ) David Chan ■ Special Assistant to Chairman (Beijing) 

S.) Nancy 23UIO- Seemtaiy to Chaiiman/CEO 



DNC 3233332 
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MEMORANDUM 

FROM: Betty Currie 

DATE: March 28. 1995 

Jon 


2. Ceandra Scott called - She was concerned -about Johnny Chung, 
one stateo mat we snouid nave caiieo tnem pnor to their coming to the 
naoio Aunress. Apparenuy mey were in Maggie s onice wnen requesi 
came anu Maggie said she didn't know, but to contact DNC 1 


non-responsive 

material 

redacted 


^ B A n I o I 


EOP 000823 
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AISI_ 

■SS AUTOMATED INTEUIGENT SYSTEMS. INC 

2771 Piazs 0«l Amo •Suite >809 •Torrsnee. CAd0S03*T«l, (310) 32B.38Sj • Fax. (310) 32S>4196 


AonI 5: 1995 

(Vi* Fax 202 863-6174} 

Mr Don Fowler 
Cnair 

Demoeratie NafioRa! Committee' 
430 S Capitol St 5.E 
Washington. O C 20003 


Dear Don. 

I have an important issue hero that needs your assistance. As you always know. i am 100% 
supportrve of the DNC and i am always delighted to wortc with you on every occasion. The Chine 
Business Delegati^ fed by Chairman Zheng Hongye mat with President Clinton and took some 
petures after ths radio address on March 11. 1995. N’s been over three weeks. I have not seen any 
of the pictures t have teamed from Mr Richerd Sullivan of DNC that the National Secunty Council 
1 $ holding on to those piauras 


In my opinion, if we allow them to take the pictures with our President then we should be courteous 
enough to let them have the pictures I am going to China next week and I do need to bring those 
pictures with me. l h»re njn out of excuses to tdl triem why the pict ures are taking forever. I really 
appreaate your halp in solving this minor issue 


! look forward to seeing you true wee.kend at Mr Steven Spielsberg's party Thank you again for 
everything, j 

Sihceiily. ] 


\,.,^onnny Chung 
Chsirman/CEO 
A18I 






CC Ms Carol Khar# 


Building the u S fax highway today 


i EXHIBIT 

dJi^ 


DNC 3102463 
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CL^SS; UNCLASSIREO 
DISPOSITION; RECORD 
Transmtssion; 07-A^-9S 10:12 ■=■ 

SENDER: Oaftry. Melanie B. 

SUBJECT: Subject PHOTOS? pNCl,ASSS=EO] 
TO: Hin. Roseanne M. 

Rom. Stanley O. 

Suettnger. Robert L. 

CC; NO CC’s on THIS MESSAGE 


An odd sftuation on which 1 need sen* gudance tor ihfcf^esidenfs office 
asap: , 

A couple of weeks ago. late Fridays^ head of these DNC asked the 
Presidents o^ce to inekide several f»p(e in the Presfdesatfs Saturday 
Radio Address. They did so. not knawng a n y thing aboutatdhem except that 
they were DNC eoothbutors. 

It turns out they are various Chinese ptus and 9»e POTUSIS wasn't sure we'd 
want photos of him with these people oroiaSng around. ..Johnny Chung, one 
of the people on the Gst. is coming mzsee Nancy Kemreeich tomorrow and 
Nancy needs to know urgentfy wtietferar not she can givere him the pictures. 
Could you please review the list asapaid gn*e me yoir aadvice on whether we 
want these photos floating around? (Pf * these people arsre major DNC 
contributors and if we can give them tte phosos. tr»e Presaoenfs office 
would like to do so); 

HONGYS 2HSNG 

Chairman, China Coundl for the Promaan of inti Trade (CCCPrT) 

Chairman. China Chamber of Inti Corrrserce (CCOIC) 

YAN SANZHONG 

President. China Petro-Chemical Corpcaion 
JICHUN HUANG 

Vice President. China Infl Trust and ln>esmefi: Corp. 

RENZHONG WANG 

Vice Chairman and President. Shangha:*J Shareholding Cesrp. 

JAMES J. SUN 

Young Entrepeneur of Xinjiang. self>matt mufiMTicI&ortaire. Uorumqi Taihe 
Induso^ Co. 

JIANIONG YU 

Chief. American and Oceanic Affairs Dtvson. Uacsion DepAiument. CCPIT & 
CCQIC 

JOHNNY CHUNG 
Chairman & CEO. AISl 

Thanks very much for your help. 



EOP 005438 



856 


CLASS; UNCLASSIPiSO 
OlSPOSmON: ReCORO 

TransmiKS»en: 07*A^»B5 1 1 ;24 sm 
SENDER: Suattinger, Reb»n L 

SUBJECT: Scbiect RE: PHOTOS? (UNCLASSIREOJ 
TO; Oarby. Malanfa B. 

CC; Roth, Stanley 0 . 


The joym of batandnp terolgn peley oonsl«ef«ioo» against 6omeMe 

peMee. . . I donT aae any laettng damage to U.S. tore<fln poaoy fcwn 

giying Johnny Chung the ptetffus. A/id to the tf egrBo ft nioftvstea Wm to 
eonttnue eonsfeuting to Sta ONC. «»tie am I to oomptaln? Naflher tfo f aee 
any unaSoyad banoftt. sfther. Botaa ftraaftia other ChinM on Siafa 
are eeneemad, they al oesm to be bona fWa (pfsoant Of fomtef) Chftiooo 
oMdaia. Mfth the poirfhla axBvpfton of Jamas Y. Siau V^ung ormprvnate 
and ee{f-mada tnlSanaira.* Got some doc^ts fttare. No twdth atontfng that, 
dtasa guys ««0 aB hang ft>a pieftraa on ft>e waB aod fool ^ataftd for ft 
memory. 


But a caution — a of fobsa dejd tni. Having raeondy oounaalad ft 

young Mem from the Fbst Lsd/s offiM wftw had bo on otfa^ a *dresin Job* 
by Johrviy Chung, I Sitnk ha aho^ be baated wfth a pbieh of auipMon. My 
imprescien la that ha‘a a htsdor, and appears to be brvohm d In satdng up 
wme kind of eorwuttk^ opofstioft fiiat vifi thrbre by bringeng CMnoe 
enbepferMurs into town for oipoan to hlgMavef U.3. otTidaia. My 
concern is that he wB eendnuo to make effons to bring hb *fi1andc* aito 
cencset vsfth the POTUS and FLOTUS <- to show one and aB he a a Mg shot, 
piereby er^ancing hca business. VC venftjre a guess that rtot aB hh 
business ventures — or those of hfc dlants — weertd be ones the President 
would support t Btso predict that he became a reyal pain, because ho 
will ei^ect to get similar treatment for futLor vtafts. He wfB be 
persrslant. 


Bob 


Prom Oarby. W. Brooke 

To ©ASIA - AOan Adairs 

CC' /R, Record at At 

Subiect: PHOTOS? {UNCtASSIFIgO) 

Dale. Prlday. April 07. 1P95 01:12 PM 

aa odd sAuadon on whi^ f need some guidance tor cie Preeidenfs efhee 

asap; 

A eeueie of weeks ego, late Friday night, ftie head of the ONC asked die 
President's oKee to irtOkjde aaveral people in the PraaiCetxTa Sabjrday 
Radio Address. They did so. net knowing anytHng about them except that 
they were CMC contributors. 

U turns out they are rshou* Chinese gunjs and the PQTUS wasnl aure we’d 
want photos ol him vrich ihss« people drculating arcurtd. Johnny Churtg, one 
of pie people on the list, is coming in to see Nency Memreich tomorrow and 
Nancy needs to know urgently whePier or not she can give him the pictures. 
Could you please review the kst ssap and gNe me your advice on whether we 
want these photos Aoa&ng around? (FTI - Piese people are major DNC 
contnbulors and if we can give them ffie photos. Pie President’s office 
would like to do so): 
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AUTOMATED INTEUIGENT SYSTEMS, It 


2771 PtazaD«i Amo »Suite *809 •Torrance CA 90503 *761. f3l0} 328-8SS5* Fax. (310)328<^1 


May t. 199S 


Mr Don Fowler 
National Chair 

Deir^ratic National Comzicttee 
430 South Capitol Street, S E 
Washington. D C 20003 

Dear Mr Fowler, 


It was wonder^ to see you again. I appreciate you and Carol making the ume available 
for us to talk about the latest update from my recent thp to China As you can see, good things 
are happening 


1 was glad to present to you an official invitation from the Chinese Government 
welcoming you and a group of DNC staff members to China. As you review your schedule for 
the upcoming months, hopefully dates for the trip over can be secured In prepanng a letter to 
Liu Shuqing, a prompt and courteous response will represent our government well Therefore, I 
would be happy to review your reply letter before h is sent to assure the most favorable results. 


Thank you for your efforts in helping to build a friendship between these two countries, 
am glad that you are participating in this very important bridge-making process. ! look forward 
enjoying breakfast with you and the Vice President on Wednesday 



Johnny Chung 
Chairman/CEO 


I 

to 


cc Carol Khare 


^ EXHIBIT 

knii 


BUILDING THE U S. FAX HIGHWAY TODAY 


liiiiiiliiiiilii DNC 31024' 




Donald L. Fowler 
Saixonal Chair 


Christopher J. Oodd 
Gtngrai Chair 


July 24, 1995 

Mr. Johnny Chung 
Chainnan tc CEO 
Automated Intelligent Systems, Inc. 

2771 Plaza Del Amo, Suite 309 
Tonance, California 90503 

Dear Johnny; 

Thank you for your lovely gift on Friday. It is simply beautiful and it represents the beauty of 
the Chinese culture and our ftiendship. 

Best of luck on your trip to China. I enjoyed meeting your ftiend who is the wife of the 
Chief of Staff of the Chinese Army. We all look to you for guidance and help over the coming 
months. Please let me know about your efforts to gain the relose of Harry Wu. 

Thank you again. I look forward to seeing you soon. 


Sincerely, 

Donald L. Fowler 
DLF/dao 


EXHIBIT 

rK^i 


Democratic Party Headquarters • 4S0 South Capitol Street. $.£. ♦ Washington. D.C. 20M3 • 202.863.8000 • TAX: 202.863.817 
Paid for by the Democratic National Cumnntiee Contributions to the Democratic National Committee are not tax deductible 
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Donald L Fon-Ier 
Scttonal Chair 


ChristopherJ. Dodd 
CenenlChBir 


July 25. 1995 


Johnny Chung 
Chainnan/CEO 

Automated ^t^gent Systems, Inc. 

2771 Plaza Dd Amo. #809 
Torrance, CA 90503 

Dear Johnny: 

Thank you for stopping by my office; I realfy enjoyed meeting your guests. You are to be 
commended for your efforts to build a bridge b^eeo the people of China and the United 
States. I want to express my appreciation to you for being a fiiend and a great supporter 
oftheDNC 

Good luck on your trip to China and please keep me informed. Thank you. 


Sincerely, 



Donald L. Fovder 


DLF/aed 



Demoende Party Headquarten * 430 South Capitol Street, SX. ■ Washinftoo, D.C. tOOOS * 202.863X000 ■ FAX: 202.863^174 
Paid for by the Democratic National Committee. Contributions to the Democratic National Committee are not tax deductible. 
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DusaMLFowkt OtfUtepherJ. Oedd 

A/WtMtfCIctr 


My2J. 1995 


}4r. Johnny Otting 
Gtfirman/CEO 

Automated lateffigent Systems, Inc. 
2771 liaa Del Amob 11(809 
Toinaee, CA 90503 


Dear John:?: 

Thank you £:r stof^ing 1^ toy office; I really etyr^ed meeting your guests. You are to be 
comm^ed &r your efforts to build a bridge b e twe en die people of China and the Unhed 
States. I want to egress my appredation to you for being a ffiend and a great supporter 
oftheDNC. 

Good hick OA your trip to Odnt and please ke^ me informed. Tbankyou. 


Siacerdy. 



Donald L. Fovder 


DLF/aed 




SB 





DeBOcnikPvtjrHcadquMlM » UO SmuX C^ tol Strart, SX • W0Usfte«.D.C WOOS • SeS.a&Saeoe • TAXa SeiJeS.ai74 
F^ferbribeOasoctadcNadeailComettaM. CoacribuGonstoUicDcmoauxkKttigaaiCemmiitecwcaettadeducdhle. 
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July 25, 1995 


Mr. Johnny Chung 
Chairman/CEO 

Automated Intelligent Systems, Inc. 

2771 Plaza Del Amo, #909 
Torrance, CA 90503 

Dear Johnny, 

It was good seeing you again last week. I want to thank you for the essential role you play in bridgino 
our diverse communities and your help with my Administrtion. Your efforts in helping to open 
communications between China and the United States are much appreciated. ■ 

Congratulations on a job well done. 


Sincerely, 
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BILL CLINTON 


October 3. I»V4 


Johnny Ouing 
Oiairinan/CEO 

Auininnteil InlelligeiK Syrtems, Inc. 

277J Plaia Del Ainn 
Suite R09 

Torrance, California 90503 
Dear Jolinny: 

riea.re let me ealentl iity appreciation to you for your participation in tny 
birthday celebration with your family on August 2nd. Your outstanding 
support and dedication to this Administration is benefiting Americans 
acros.s the nation. 

I also s>-ant to express to you how essential your role has been in helping to 
bridge our country' tliverse erurrmunities. Your efforts to open lines of 
coinniuiilealioii between our Adiiiinistraiion and the Taiwanese Ajnericun 
eoittiniinily are miicit apprecialetl. 

Again, thank you for yotir support and for a job well done. 


Sincerely. 



^ 1^0 


EOP 005055 
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OvDiJd L. Fowler 
f^atianal Chair 


Chrluoniicf j. t 
CrrtdreJ ( 


July 25, 1995 


Mr. Johony Chung 
Chsum&Oi^CEO 

Automated lotelligenl Systems, Inc. 

2771 Fbza Del Amo. *tQ9 
Tofrance, CA 90503 

Dear Johnny; 

Thanh you for stopping by my o£5ce, I really aojoyed meeting your guests. You are to be 
commended for your efforu to build a bridge between the people of China and the United 
States. I want to express my appreciation to you for being a friend and a great suppotter 
oftheDNC. 

Good luck on your trip to China and please keep me informed, thank you. 


Sincerely, 



Donald L. Fowler 


DLF/aed 


EOP 0050S7 
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J Oon2)d L. Fooler. Xatiaiiaf Cban .• 

■ Chnsiopher J. Dodd, (irurmf (Jinn 


January 30, 1996 


Ms. Irene Wu 
Manager Presideat 
Automated Intelligent Systems, Inc. 

VTA FACSIMILE 

Dear Ireite: 

Thank you for your letter r^arding the request for a meeting between Vice President Gore and 
Profesm Qu Geping. Certainly Professor Qu has some issues of considerable importance to 
discuss with the ^ce President. 

I have referred your letter to the Vice President’s office. I know that the Vice President has a 
particularly hectic schedule right now, and thus it may be difficult to arrange a time. They will 
be getting back to you as soon as they make a decision. 

Again, my thanks for your inquiry. Please give my best to Johnny. All best wishes. 


Sincerely, 



Donald L. Fowler 


DLF/iao 



D«raocndc Pam Hcadquvten • 430 South Capitol Sire«t. S.E. • Washin^on. D.C. 20005 • 202.863.8000 • FAX; 202.86;i-!‘lT4 

Paid itir fn ihr Dritiorraiir S.iiwutii CniisiiiiUit (.uninhulMti- i«. ihr Orm-rtnlH’ \wniim' C‘»"mtlrr tin hi*/ fH\ h'.H'ii 
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« — AUTOMATED INTE IUG6NT SYSTEMS, INC. 

277T Pl«2tO«l Amo •Suit* #909* Tofrane*. CA909C3 •Tat; (310} 32^59$ af ax (310)32$.Mai 


JtnuatY 22. IMS 

Mr. Don Fowrtar 
ONC Haadquarttr 
Waahtn^ion, O-C. 20003 
f tx: (202) M>S174 

Daar Mr. Powter. 



I would like to raquostvoy' asaistanc* ^r^ arranginq for « maating balwaan Vice Prasidant Gora and 
ProfesacrQu Gaping m tha beginning of February I have ancioaad Kome background information 
on Professor Qu and Amwast Environmental Group. 


Mr. Johnny Chung, our Chairman/C60 is Still travelling out of town and he had Instructed me to ask 
you for help in making the arrangemeni. I believe Vice President Al Gore had met briefly vnin 
Professor Ou before He would like to neve the oppohuniiy to discuss further on the issua of 
environmental protection. 

Please lel me know if K's possible and whe*' is the best lime for their meeting. Thank you very 
much. I ook forward to htemg from you. 



Irene Wu 
ManagerAf P. 


OLA^ ^ 

S r . 

^ CU-04-KM. '^jOOpoc 

■ , ■ — - r^irk_e Q_QuKt 

Q_ . 

BUILDING The u s. FAX HiGHV/AY TODAY 
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Volum« 2. NO. 1 


0 AMWESTNEWSIFTTER 

2t Com o np owt D rfvo. Suit* 100. to ^tlnno. Ca 00922>1054. U.8.A. 




Profmor Qo G«t>in| 
A<cepi*d Ab Honorary Position 
From Amwest 

pTtimtoi Ow C t pm o. on« 9f Ui« mg«i 

r*«)o<*n«o m ow* in ei« tnwwiwnw fiato. 
h«8 »oc«pfa tnw pQ»<w ft cf Hanffy^fs s i Owti 
of tM Amwvvt Eivrronmvnwi Ae*0«fny. Th« 
«rs« c«nauet«d on Mty 91. 1M4 
M tA* A^oow* Cengf*** Mai. Oaijme. CMna 
(MS pkitun an ts* ri^ M) 

Prafasaor Qu I9 tn* Chairman at tha 
EKvirenmantsi t Raaaureaa PreUettan 
Commieaa 9* tn# National Paepla'a RapgOue of 
CMna Ha la also a mamoar oi tha standing 
Cammnaa o< ma Nattonat Paagia'a Cangraaa. 
anoamamOf afthaUNga m arA O^ aa iyt a a rd 
an OirntamaPia Oavotopmant Mia past 
aaaonmaflts aieluda Admimatialer a( China 
Cnwon m a nm Pfoiaatlew A ga ne y.Chaimtanai 
China tnvironmaAtal tcianca Aaaoeiaiian. 
Chauman of China Emiironmanta) Prataetlon 
industry Asaoeiailan. PretasM* at Oaijing 
UnrrariJty. Qmg'Hua UnMaraly Ahd Osford 
Umvarsityfrem UK. Hataeonaidaradtapatha 
faundar of Chimi a n v i ronmniai pratacitan fWtd. 
andlhanghastauPtartyanChifa m aanmartat 
protaetMn. MaePtaawdanaaitha UN Mgnaat 
•aaidaenanvirenmarKalpralaelun. Praftaaar 
Qu la aiae a am ri d’a fcmaua amAranmantal 



wman ow Ian baola and mara than ana 
hundradtaehniea} pgOBeaOena. 

The Larsest Sofid NVostc fUcyeltng 
Project ie Ouao To Be jointly 
Developed By Beijing end Amweit 

Aiaa e v a ntwaagraamanl ba t aaanOag tn g CRy. 
CMna'a capiM. and Armaeal CnvlranffMMal 
Group «M aignad an AM 1 . 1 904 (aaa Agora 
an s a d and page Of (hia naaraiaBar) la ra c yow 
ooBd amaic genantad «n »a Oaring Cdy 

Oaf|mg Cty. sMth aw tan miWon population, ta 
oumr i tu g ai waU i g appnwo mot oiy four mi M o n 
tarti ai aahd omala attnuaPy. Mumohaa. aooul 
ant htin«ad raMan tana at aoM aeata wara 
gonandad in M paal end hava aoMmuiatad 
aw twa thauaand dwop aitaa aaattarad 
PngghamthaaMaeRy Intha JVagraamam. 
■ taw af ippf w e m ata i y Mly ra c y d d^ plaMa 
wlboPuiRoreh M tna nad Ava yaara. Wa«aa 
M Pt racyatad tnta waaiiil aanatrwettan 
matonao a a oe h M at a grade Oaiwartd tn China 
Amwail win jalnlly gravida racyeting 
taehn o iogi aa . daai g i t . aanamePaA. and «M 
a p ara ta thaaa planea. Prefha Pam tha 
loeyeRng op a r a lian (Wtcluding tipping faa) wlS 
ba aharad Oy Oech parlfao 


ProfeasarQBCaptef eeecptedtbapofltSooesBefionryPreifalastaf 
AawaftbvIroaioaatelAeedaiBy. (PramiaftiDilgMarf): 

Mr. MRm Morg an , t da fka et ^g PRaiior. Amwaat CmtronmarW Croup 

Or- JamaaC.Lv. Chairwian. A m ww Emltoft wt wnai Aceoomy 

PrMaSMr Ou Copmg . Chamnan af SrMvarwivtntsJ and Roaoureo Commfilao of Pw 

Ncaanei Paopio'o riryaaa 

PrefaaaorWSwmPang Pro al dant af Arwtiaai Efnnrotsmortai Apsao m y. 

Mr tunJtoung. DIraetor. Oodlng Mtfweipat AdOMmatraiien CommRtat 

In this issue 

Environmental Ngw$ Update .7.. . T~ 

PfOftticr Ou G*ptng Aeespma An Honopiy Position From A/r.ntsi . f 
isffott SoMa Wosto AoejfCtfif Ptojoct m Cnms To St Jointy 

Dtvtteota By Sttstg one Amvt^si r 

Aston Ennint u Ttontoi Matktts On Tno Rao 3 

Biggtf U.$. SPA Ft ifiBS ..,,3 

Expon Svtttgy Promptos En^nnmtntoi Traat 3 

US- £n<nfonmtn»/ Cpnsuibng Ana Sngmttnng Bustnou 3 

Overall Corporate Statua 3 

What Afp Annuasrs CompeUtiYt Aavtnttgts 4 

Sftgnt Hontons For Amwpst Snwpnmtniti G>oyp 6 

Su6$idiaria« Status 8 

Dtrttopmtnt tntf Growth of Amwtst tnttmttfOntt Corpontron 9 

Pfogrtst otAmwtst enmxyvnonn/ Bngmttnng Corporation^ p 

Arnmosi Bioottor ConOnuos Growmg . . *s 

Stotrt of Ammrost Mtnvfoco/nng Coroorttton .. i$ 

Status Of Amwosr Suring Co/porpbon 10 

Gc*i$ Ana StratogK Ptans Por Amwost Snrtronmentti AeaOontr 

Speciat Report 12 

OtKVOiimanw PrptoePon Covipmtnts Trwate Oy 

Arntyos! intomoiiontf Corportbon (it) 

AppOotbon of Amwosn Thrpo Prppnttay Toennotogms 73 

Spooouta Toehnprogios Ana Proaveu Offtfoa By 

4d»i**#r Bftroswr Corpormoon ta 

SoAfGtpvnpwptof Rtmtattaon us'ng vapor 

Spvgmg Ana estnoBon Ttennotogy is 

Corporate Organization Structure 18 
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Anoft SavirMuncaU! Markctt ^ » Mtfcn i. tSM cr«ai*a • «m» swr^ta «f 

Oa^Riflft ffptm «»y<«wau*y >?a t*w *wgi * »iK» waa nm»vthffime^imvmaOM9v.%.m» 

**■***• •f»«rMM tar«vwy t1 HtwAmmar 


» tw >tf rD it/UtwCi w< fwiiiiit iH i i Wl ww i. 

m«rtaa» «« anw In 

AM ntf than m cny olfMr 

MA •! a« MW. In •«m« air peoubM eontni 
—yi iaiw t . M« A*» th« t»f9M 

iWtt For aanaw. AMn uutiu** art 
avMMWsponl MO ftentefiicIrM title 
pf^rtgtfWnnilB»a nca Aiodi Th«flwa> 
fMaMcArttKtonantfbetarMlvVManafll 
•y«l*fi«tniirMt»»lie<Mib«IW9«. trieSO. 
IM i i M 

tnCW nun e g idlnef Ui ima Mawtwwwaiy 
from a 1009 Om* if MOO mMan. 

Aeeof«na t» AniMwr* awvay. tht pottnOil 
AMn wKWK n in m niifitai* naa ttt—ep 
in TtMiw. T)t« wMrcBwn m ai 
>p *n»a • thi i i Ci lW d ‘Ste'Yiv 
Dw iaa in if U Plan* ireai iMi«tt97 wa ba 
$9T.46 Mton US 4»aar«. Chint Mi iRV««t 
SOO OMon US aeUiia f«f peHuttoA eantrai n 
Bi Ci 9 MNf In Yw Eaenefl^ PtaA. Tta 
JiMMc «Milrefun*fltoi martMt la « 9 *eM 
•• Srva all M par yaar aam $10 MBon US 
Paav* par jftar aatanataO far ifSa. Tha 
feneaat for Hanp Kano*a anvirortAantai 
wfitwnctvra a«andButaa lar lOO^iMp 
«fl m e ra iti tram |0.$$ to 2$ pann US 
SoBaraparyaar. TPaflananat tBocataai-S 
MBiaa US aaUara far anvitarimaMai 
ir uM Oii n i n t Sar^Kok to aaattw a 700 
RUMon OiSara in aantraeta far «aata 
t faafcw*. SanniThaBani raoianaicltoa 
arap(anMw*<0S^*0aataOMlrataaano«aata 
nanaoMtant aiatama al an aaomato af 236 
m rti ori aaaara. OHa aaaa aat PtoPiOa anjr 
pnrataaaatormaAay inMatoyata. wea ad to Q 
1 8S mPiOA Mlara warn aaoeataa unpar ffta 
airth Ualtyaian Plan l* citanwp tha 
anwaniMnl. *Th« pAvat* arvnranmantai 
a^anAMa to Maiayaia ahowto tiraata $0 
mflton Penara to iPfS Saulh Karaa Ma 
tm pia na map prelaato *or mauaUtol aaata 
traatmari arto Plapoaai af mwraeipai apapfa 
M»a pnoatoptoaveaaa aitMioAaafiara. 


tartest Air Tocie Reduecion 
Int.S. Hittory 

T>n Claan Ak Aai AmaMmanto aaaipAau 
1 SP aP tatoea (Hat CPA rant rapwtoia Ham a 
nriaiy af Muafiy py 2000. TNa final mia 
a h P M ia raaaca a m iaa i a n a ¥ 112 af wmaa 
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MEMORANDUM 


TO: 

rROM: 

DATE: 

Re: 


Dos Fowier, DNC Chairmaa 
Alcjandra Y. Castilio Jj/lr' 
July ll, 1995 

Mcctiog with Roger Tararaz 


Pursuant to your meeting with Mr. Roger Tamraz, Capitol Oil Inc., held on Tuesday. July 11; I 
would like to forward to you some recently received background information on his business 
operations. As a potential Managing Trustee member. Mr. Tamraafs business dealing may 
potentially, if not ^finite, political and ethical implications on the DNC fundraising operations. I 
have had aevaral c on vers a tions with Carol Khare and Ari Swiiler regarding Mr. Tamraz's 
background, ^ease review the following memo. DNC Finance Department is pending your guidance 
on whether 10 continue our conversation with Mr. Tamriz and/br extend an invitation to participate 
in DNC evenk 


Biographical Information: 

• Egyptian bom and U.S. resident. 

• Religion: Maronite Catholic 

• Educated at the American University in Cairo. Cainbndge University .England and at 
Harvard Business School, Massachusetts 

Business Background: 

• In the 1960's. Mr Tamraz worked for the New York based investment firm of Kidder. 
Peabody in New York and Beirut 

• In 1974. he set up his own investment firm. First Arabian Corp., to invest the money of 
Middle East clients. 

« Served as Bank ANMashrek Chtirman—Lebanon's second Largest bank. 

• In December of 1988, Mr. Tamraz was accused by the Lebanese authonties of siphoning an 
estimated SI 54 million out of the second-largest bank in Lebanon. Bank Al-Mashrek. 

• During this time. Mr. Tamraz headed Jet Holding, owners of TransMediterreanean Atrw^s 
(TMA-cargo specialist) and Middle East Airlines (MEA). 

• Owner of TAMOIL, since the late I980's, Mr. Tamraz has slowly sold or merged his 
holdings of TAMOIL. Among the big Tamoit buyers is Oilinvest. an overseas investment 
arm of Libya's National Oil Company Oilinvesfs acquired the Milan-based Tamoil group of 
companies with operations in ItaJy and Spam —Further explained ia Event section. 

Events:J9$B*s 

• On March 6, 1989, the international press reported that Roger Tamraz had been kidnapped 
on Frt 19. However, a Beirut newspaper rq>oned that Tamraz fled after a run on his bank 
and amid accusations he embezzled S200 million. Tamraz fled from the Christian east Beirut 
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to tho Mosiem>held wtstem pan seeking die protection of Moslem miiitta when judiciai 
authorities i»ued a warrant for his arrest 

• While seeking safe haven in west Beirut if was reponed that Hobeika. a former commander 
of the Lebanese Force^tfae main Christian milina, forced Tamraz to pay a S3 million he 
claimed was owed him after the collapse of the Bank Al-Meshrek. Hobetka is held 
responsible for the S^ember 1982 massacre of hundred of Palestinian civilians by Chnsnan 
militiamen in two Beirut refugee camps after Israel invaded Lebanon 

• Tamraz was freed after paying the final installment of a $3 million ransom. However. 
Tamraz denied all news stones of ever having been kidnapped. 

• Investors say the bank, under Tamraz direction, made shaky investments in Spanish real- 
esute. casinos in Portugal and a money losing cargo airline. Sources claim that Al-Mashreq 
bank ran into difficulties because Tamraz. who owned at the time 20 enterpnses. had Ai- 
Mashreq invest ca^ reserves to fund private businesses 

• Lebanon's Central Bank has had to fund die Al-Mashreq to prevent it from total collapse 
and bail out local d^ositors. a siq> whidt could have shaken the country's banking system. 

It was estimated that AI-Mashreq bank had a deficit of SI 00 million. 

Events: I990*t 

• Since the 1980's Tamraz has worked to revitalize his oil business m lieu of financial and 
political mishaps in Lebanon TAMOIL, a teeing oil company (refineries, gasoline stations) 
with holdings in Italy (S.3V« of Italian Market) and Spain (— ) have been slowly partitioned 
and sold during the last seven years to OILIKVBST 

■ Despite the Washington's freeze of Libyan assets and boycott of Libya-related companies. 
Tamraz aided OILINVEST. an overseas investment arm of Libya’s National Oil Company, to 
continue a panem of aequismons in Italy during the 1980's OILINVEST acquired 89 5 % 
equity in TAMOIL and a network of 1.94S service stanon as well as distribution centers 
throughout Italy OILINVEST. through TAMOIL. bought 75% in Volcan Oil Milan 

• By 1992, Beirut bankruptcy court approved several offers to sell TMA. the cargo airline 
under Tamraz' s direebon. The deal involved the payment of S8 million and the bank's taking 
responsibility for TMA's estimated S3S million debt incurred as part of Al-Mashreq bank 
financid ciisis. 

• Presently, Tamraz is Chairman of OIL CAPITAL INC Oil Capital Inc has announced a 
new plan to build a large $2 billion pipeline dirough Armenia. It is expected diet over 100 
million barrels of oil per day will b^n to flow from the two Caspian Projects Azerbaijan 
and neighbors. Kazakhasian and Turttmenisian. could have well over 100 billion barrels of oil. 
making them comparable to Iraq or Kuwait and potentially bigger than Alaska's Prodhoe Bay 
or North Sea. 

• This Caspian deal is drawing Washington in. Washington is feeling the mounting pressures 
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from oil eompanies such as Amoco, Mobile. Exxon. McDermon. Brown tc Root. Bechtel, and 
Chevron. Tlie Clinton Administration is being pushed to alter its pro^Russia policy and scMt 
backing the republics in an anempt to push die deal forward 

Conclusions; 

Based upon the above stated events, it is clear that Mr. Tamraz has several problems pending before 
die international business communiQr. Among the more recent events concerning Mr Tamraz is his 
bar from participating in a Commerce Department Trade board (unofTiciai-Carol Khare received 
warning a DOC friend). 

In a conversation held with Ari Swiller yesterday. Mr. Tamraz expressed his desire to contribute 
S300.000 to the DHC. Indeed, his contribudon is greatly appreciated and highly needed, however, 
his past involvement in shaky international business and para-military organizations may generate 
considerable problems for the DNC. Mr. Tamraz seeks political leverage to secure his oil ventures m 
the Russian Republics (Caspian Oil Project). 

Our association with Mr. Tamraz should be well defined, a difficult task given his complex busrocss 
connections and polidcal associations His busmess background has proved to be full of significant 
financial and ethical troubles. Pay attention to these warning signals! 

I hope this memo has provided you with the information needed 

CC: 

Carol Khare 
An Swiller 
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November 20. 1995 

TO: Harold Ickes 

fR: Don Fowler, Marvin Rosen, Scoct Pascriek and Richard Sullivan 
RE: Additional DNC Fundraising Requests 


The following information is submitted in response to information 
requested concerning the possibility of raising an additional 4 
million to be applied to paid television. Because of the short lead 
time and lack of time to cultivate additional donors, we believe 
Che following represents the maximum chat can be raised prior to 
year end. (Additional Co prior projections.) 

POTETS 

1. 18-20 calls by POTUS 
10 calls by VPOTUS 

This will provide us with an advantage to assure our projections 
and assist in raising an additional $1.2 million. 

2. One additional DC luncheon and one additional DC dinner. 

These will raise a total of $l million. 

3. One White House Holiday Dinner 

This dinner will be an accountability event for prior projections 
and commitments. 


VPOTPS 

1. Two events in any of the following cities. New York, Mew Jersey, 
Long Island or Philadelphia. 

Each would raise $250,000 totalling $500,000. 

FLOTOS 

1. Two events in any of the following cities. New York, Mew Jersey 
or Long Island. 

Each would raise $250,000 totalling $500,000. 


SOKMARY 

1. POTUS and VPOTUS Calls 

2 . POTUS DC Lunch 

3. POTUS DC Dinner 

4. White House Dinner 

5. VPOTUS Event 
e . 'POTUS Event 

7. FLOTUS Event 

8. FLOTUS Event 


1 , 200.000 

500.000 

500.000 

250.000 
250.000 
250.000 
250.000 


TOTAL - 3,200,000 


We believe $3,200,000 is the maximum we can raise. 

* Of the 3,200,000, approximately 2.200,000 will be received by 
12/31. 
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I. 


n. 


in. 


IV. 


V. 


VI. 


IH£ PRESIDENT HAS SEEN 

DEMOCRATIC NAlTON<U.C»MMrrrEE '''' 

PRESmEJOTAL COFFEE !/•„, 

’Urn 

Dsle; Tuesday, May 7, 1S96 

Location: The White House 

The Map Room 

Time: 9:00 a-m. 

PURPaSB 

The putpoie of this coffee is to raise funds for the Democratic National 
Committee; 



BACKGROUND 

TWs giotg) has been pulled together by Shdby Bryao. Chairman Fowler met 
with Shelby and Stan McLelland in February and discussed Shelby's hope of 
getting fliis group together. They are all new contributors to the DNC. 

PARIiaPANTS 

Please see attached list. 

PRESS PLAN 

This event will be closed to the press. 

SEQUENCE OF EVENTS 

• Can Time. Chairman Fowler arrives and guest win be 
seated at table for coffee. 

• PROGRAM 

• POTTJS arrives 

- Chairman Fowler delivers brief remaris. 

- POTTJS delivers informal remarks. 

- Departure after the program. 

remarks 

Informal 
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JOHNNY CHUNG: HIS UNUSUAL ACCESS TO 
THE WHITE HOUSE, HIS POLITICAL DONA- 
TIONS AND RELATED MATTERS 


FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 14, 1997 

House of Representatives, 
Committee on Government Reform and Oversight, 

Washington, DC. 

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 12:25 p.m., in room 
2154, Rayburn House Office Building, Hon. Dan Burton (chairman 
of the committee) presiding. 

Present: Representatives Burton, McHugh, Horn, Souder, 
Pappas, Barr, Waxman, Lantos, Kanjorski, Maloney, Norton, 
Fattah, Cummings, Kucinich, and Turner. 

Staff present: Kevin Binger, staff director; Richard Bennett, chief 
counsel; Dudly Hodson, chief investigator; Barbara Comstock, chief 
investigative counsel; Judith McCoy, chief clerk; William 
Moschella, deputy counsel and parliamentarian; Teresa Austin, as- 
sistant clerk/calendar clerk; Will Dwyer, director of communica- 
tions; Ashley Williams, deputy director of communications; Dave 
Bossie, oversight coordinator; Robert Rohrbaugh, James C. Wilson, 
and Uttam Dhillon, senior investigative counsels; Charli Coon, Jen- 
nifer Safavian, Kristi Remington, and Bill Hanka, investigative 
counsels; Phil Larsen, investigative consultant; Jim Schumann, in- 
vestigator; Robin Butler, office manager; Carolyn Pritts, David 
Jones, and John Mastranadi, investigative staff assistants; Phil 
Schiliro, minority staff director; Phil Barnett, minority chief coun- 
sel; Kenneth Ballen, minority chief investigative counsel; 
Agnieszka Fryszman, Kristin Amerling, Christopher Lu, Andrew 
McLaughlin, Michael Raphael, Michael Yang, and Michael Yeager, 
minority counsels; Harry Gossett, minority professional staff mem- 
ber; Ellen Rayner, minority chief clerk; Jean Gosa and Andrew Su, 
minority staff assistants; and Sheridan Pauker, minority research 
assistant. 

Mr. Burton. The committee will come to order. A quorum being 
present, we are now in session. Today’s session is a continuation 
of yesterday’s hearing regarding Johnny Chung and his unusual 
access to the White House. 

Before I welcome our guests this morning, I would like to say 
that the questions which will be asked today will not in any way 
be taken from the interview we had with Mr. Chung this morning. 
We have agreed, Mr. Waxman, myself, our staffs and our col- 
leagues, to keep the contents of that interview confidential and we 
will abide by that agreement. 
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We will be meeting with Mr. Chung later today to go into it fur- 
ther, but at this time, with our witnesses today, we will refrain 
from raising any issues that were raised in that confidential inter- 
view. 

I would like to welcome Brooke Darby, former Executive Assist- 
ant to Nancy Soderberg at the National Security Council, and Rob- 
ert Suettinger, former Director of Asian Affairs for the National Se- 
curity Council. 

We really appreciate your being here, and would you both stand 
to be sworn, please? 

[Witnesses sworn.] 

Mr. Burton. On behalf of the committee, we welcome you here 
today. You will each be recognized, if you so desire, to give an 
opening statement of 5 minutes. If you have a statement that is 
longer than that, we will be happy to insert that into the record. 

So with that, which one of you would like to go first? 

Ms. Darby. I have no statement to offer, sir. 

Mr. Suettinger. Nor do I, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. You do not have a statement? 

Mr. Suettinger. I do not have a statement. 

Mr. Burton. OK. I guess we will start with our investigative 
counsel, Mr. Rohrbaugh. I will recognize you — incidentally, you 
have counsel with you? 

Mr. Suettinger. Yes, we do. 

Mr. Burton. Would you like to introduce your counsel? 

Mr. Suettinger. This is Mr. John Sparks from the National Se- 
curity Council. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Sparks, you are welcome to assist your clients 
in any way that you see fit. 

Lt. Col. Sparks. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. You are welcome as well. 

STATEMENTS OF BROOKE DARBY, FORMER EXECUTIVE AS- 
SISTANT TO NANCY SODERBERG AT THE NATIONAL SECU- 
RITY COUNCIL; AND ROBERT SUETTINGER, FORMER DIREC- 
TOR OF ASIAN AFFAIRS FOR THE NATIONAL SECURITY 

COUNCIL, ACCOMPANIED BY LT. COLONEL JOHN SPARKS, 

DEPUTY LEGAL ADVISER, NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Rohrbaugh. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Good morning, Ms. Darby, Mr. Suettinger, Mr. 
Sparks, we met out in the hall briefly. I introduced myself out 
there. My name is Bob Rohrbaugh, and I am just going to ask some 
questions of you today. Hopefully, we will try to be brief so the 
Members can go back home. 

I am going to start with you briefly, Ms. Darby. Could you briefly 
tell me your educational background and your work experience? 

Ms. Darby. Yes, I graduated in 1992 from Mount Holyoke Col- 
lege. 

Mr. Burton. Ms. Darby, would you pull the microphone closer to 
you so we can hear you clearly? Thank you. 

Ms. Darby. Sure. I graduated in 1992 from Mount Holyoke Col- 
lege. I am currently pursuing a law degree in the evening division 
at Georgetown Law School. 
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My first job after graduating was working for the campaign in 
Little Rock, AR, the Clinton/Gore campaign, where I worked as a 
foreign policy assistant in the foreign policy office. I later joined the 
transition team, where I continued to work for Nancy Soderberg, 
who was director of the transition in Little Rock for foreign policy 
issues. 

Thereafter, I joined the National Security Council staff working 
as Nancy Soderberg’s special assistant and then later as her execu- 
tive assistant. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Do you still work at the NSC? 

Ms. Darby. No, I don’t. I currently work at the State Department 
in the Bureau of International Narcotics and Law Enforcement Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. When you were employed at the NSC to whom 
did you report? 

Ms. Darby. Nancy Soderberg. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Who at the NSC would interact with the White 
House? 

Ms. Darby. Well, both of us interacted with the White House, 
and both of us had a number of people who we had worked with 
on the campaign who later got jobs in the White House, and they 
would frequently call us if they had any issues with foreign policy 
implications. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And you are familiar with an e-mail dated 
April 7th, which we are going to display at the present time? 

Ms. Darby. Very familiar, sir. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Very familiar with that. You have been deposed 
before; you are very familiar with that e-mail. 

First of all, can you tell me what prompted your sending that e- 
mail of April 7th that appears in front of you? 

Ms. Darby. Yes, I was approached one evening by Kelly 
Crawford from the President’s staff. She said — she basically con- 
veyed the information that’s in this e-mail, which is that there had 
been a radio address, approximately a couple weeks before. The 
Friday night before the radio address — the radio addresses are at 
9 a.m. on Saturday mornings — the Friday night before the Presi- 
dent’s office had gotten a request from the DNC that the people on 
this list in the e-mail be invited to the radio address and they were 
invited. 

And as a routine part of the radio address, the guests get their 
pictures taken with the President afterwards. It usually takes a 
couple weeks for those photos to be developed. Those photos had 
been developed and Johnny Chung was coming in to see Nancy 
Hernreich the following day to pick up the photos. And she con- 
veyed to me that the President had some concerns about us per- 
haps not wanting the photos of him with the individuals circu- 
lating, and asked for our guidance on whether we should — whether 
the President’s office should give Johnny Chung the photos when 
he came to Nancy Hernreich’s office the following day. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And who asked for your guidance on that? 

Ms. Darby. Kelly Crawford. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. In the past — ^before I get to that, prior to these 
individuals having actually come into the White House, had the 
NSC been asked to vet or check out these individuals? 
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Ms. Darby. With respect to the radio address? 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Yes, ma’am. 

Ms. Darby. Not that I’m aware of. She indicated to me that they 
had not — because of the lateness of the request, coming in on a Fri- 
day night before the radio address on Saturday morning, that con- 
trary to their normal procedures they hadn’t had an opportunity to 
check the names with us first. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. OK. So it was the normal procedure that, espe- 
cially when foreign nationals would come into the White House, the 
NSC would be asked to check or vet these people? 

Ms. Darby. Not necessarily. If anyone had a concern about any 
of the individuals involved, then they would contact us. But it was 
not routine practice for us to vet the names of people coming to a 
radio address, for example. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. How often would this vetting be asked of the 
NSC by the White House? 

Ms. Darby. I don’t think I probably handled all of the vetting, 
but in terms of my own participation in the vetting process, I 
would — it is hard to quantify it, but I would guess probably four 
to eight times a month. If I had to guess. But that really is just 
an estimate. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. So it would not be unusual for the White House 
to actually ask the NSC to vet the people before they came in? 

Ms. Darby. That’s right. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Now, on exhibit No. 196, that is in front of you, 
your e-mail. 

[Exhibit 196 follows:] 
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CL^SS; UNClASSIFiEO 
DISPOSfTlON: R6CORO 
Transmission: 07<Apr-9S t0rt2 am 
SENOSR: Darby. Melanie B. 

SUBJECT; Subject PHOTOS? fUNCLASSlFIEOf 
TO; Hffl. Roseanne M. 

Rotn, Stanley O. 

Suettinger. Robert L 

CC: NO CC's on THIS MESSAGE 


An odd situation on wrfiich I need some guidance for the President's office 
asap: 

A couple of weeks ago. late Friday night Ihe head of the ONC asked the 
Presidenfs office to tnciude several people in the Presidenfs Saturday 
Radio Address. They did so, not knowing arryttwg about them except that 
they were ONC contributors. 

ft turns out they we various Chinese gurus and the POTUS wasn't sure we'd 
want photos of him with these people eirculafing around. Johnny Chung, one 
of the people on the ist. is corrmg in to see Nancy Hemreich tomorrow and 
Nancy nee^ to know urgently Hhether or not she can give him the pictures. 
Could you please review the fist asap artd ^ve me your advice on whether we 
want these photos floating around? (FYI - these people are major ONC 
contributors and if we can give them the photos, Ihe Presidenfs office ‘ 
would Gke to do so): 

HONGYE ZHENG 

Chairman, China Coundl for the Promotion of Infl Trade (CCPIT) 

Chairman. China Chamber of Infl Commerce (CCOtC) 

YAN SANZHONG 

President. China Petro-Chemical Corporation 
JICHUN HUANG 

Vice President. China Infl Trust and Investment Corp, 

RENZHONG WANG 

Vice Chairman and President. Shanghai AJ Shareholding Corp. 

JAMES J. SUN 

Young Entrepeneur of Xinjiang, self-made muftf-miniortaire. Uarmqt Taihe 
Industry Co. 

JIANIONG YU 

Chief. American and Oceanic Affairs Division. Uaision Department CCPIT & 
CCOIC 

JOHNNY CHUNG 
Chairman & CEO. AISI 

Thanks very much for your help. 



EOP 00S438 




882 


Ms. Darby. Yes. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. It starts off by saying “An odd situation” devel- 
oped. Do you see that phrase? 

Ms. Darby. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. What was the odd situation that developed? 

Ms. Darby. The odd situation was that the President’s office had 
some concern about these individuals and they hadn’t come to us 
in advance to ask for our guidance before these individuals were 
invited into the White House. 

And usually, if they had a concern about someone, they would 
make every effort to contact us first so we would have an oppor- 
tunity to comment before the individuals were invited. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And if I can, in the second paragraph, it says 
they, which I believe refers to the President’s office, “Did so, not 
knowing anything about them except that they were DNC contribu- 
tors.” 

Did you know anything else about these individuals other than 
they were DNC contributors? 

Ms. Darby. I didn’t know anything about them, sir. I tried to 
convey the information that Kelly Crawford had offered to me. I 
presume she used the term DNC contributors, because I would 
have had no independent basis for knowing whether they were or 
were not. 

But I don’t recall in detail what her words were to me other than 
what’s written in this e-mail, which may or may not have reflected 
her exact words. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And if I can show you a larger version of the 
same exhibit, at the bottom paragraph it says, “for your informa- 
tion these people are major DNC contributors,” and it goes on, 
which basically indicates that the President would like to give the 
photographs out, if possible. 

From whom did you get the information that these individuals, 
the people that you listed, the Chinese delegation, were major DNC 
contributors? 

Ms. Darby. Again, I can only presume that that information was 
conveyed to me by Kelly Crawford because, again, I would have 
had no independent basis for knowing whether these people were 
contributors or not. Again, I’m not sure those were the exact words 
she used, but that was the impression that I got from her. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. You sent this e-mail, I believe, to Mr. 
Suettinger, among others? 

Ms. Darby. Yes, I did. I sent it to the entire Asia Office, because 
it was something that required a prompt response, and I wanted 
to make sure that if Bob wasn’t around, that someone in the office 
got it. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And I believe you sent it on April 7th at ap- 
proximately 10:12 in the morning; is that right? 

Ms. Darby. That’s what this e-mail would indicate, yes. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Did Mr. Suettinger respond to you? 

Ms. Darby. Yes, he did. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And how soon after you sent your e-mail did he 
respond to you? 
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Ms. Darby. This e-mail indicates that he responded at 11:24, 
which would have been, I guess, about an hour and a half later. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And you are referring to exhibit No. 198 that 
shows Mr. Suettinger’s response to you; is that correct? 

[Exhibit 198 follows:] 
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CLASS: UNCLA$5IFl£0 

oisPoemoN; record 

Tranamicnen: 07-A^i’-S$ 1 1 ;24 sm 
SSNOSR: Susttanger. RofaWt L 

SUBJECT: Subjeec: RE; PHOTOS? (UNCLASSIFieOj 
TO; Darby. Melania B. 

CC; RoSi, Stanley O. 


The joya of bstanelng fo reign pefley eenelderetierts against domesttc 
peMes. . . I deni eee eny lesdng demege to U.S« foreign podsy from 
gMng Jelwiy Chung tha piebres. And to the degree k medvatM Mm ts 
eentinue esndftKifmg to 9 m ONC, who am f to oemptaln? Nellhar do I soe 
any unaSoyed benefit, either. But aa far ae d>e o(h^ CMneae on ^ i at 
are eoAoemad. they al eeem te be bona fide (prBAont of lDnnef7 CMma 
effieisEa. viM) bw peasAie cxeeptfon of James Y. Sun, "young onffeprene*^ 
and eeif>msde mlBartaire.* Get aome doimta tftere. NotmOfiittnding that, 
dteae guye %«a aS hang dte plo&aeo on 8 m woS end faei grstefU fdf a 
mem^. 

8(a a eauden -> e war ning of ftrttae 4eji vu. Having reeartffy ee un a afi ad a 
young tntarn from die Rrae La^a affiee wdM had bo on olfe^ a "dream Job* 
by Johnny Chung, ( thfiih he tfwidd be beared with a pineh of auepWon. My 
imprescien ts that he’s a husfer, and appears to be I nvc M e d In saA^g up 
seme kind of eonscding operatton that frirfve by bringing Chinese 
erraeprerMurs into tovm for ai^osuo to hIgMavel li.S. officials. My 
concern Is friat he wS eondnue to make effors to bring hh ‘IHends* rite 
csncect wtth (he POTUS and PLOTUS to show one and all he is a big shot, 
thereby anhendng his business. I’d venture a guess that not aO hh 
business ventures ~ or those of hk eOenis • weatd be ones the President 
would support. I eiso predict that he wtU. become a royai pah, because he 
will expect te get similar treatment for future viste. Ho wtH be 
perssterrt. 

Gob 

From: Darby. M. Brooke 

To: @ASIA • Adan Affairs 

CC: /R, Record at A1 

Sub/act: PHOTOS? (UNCLASSiFigDJ 

Date: Frtdey, April 07. 1995 01:12 PM 

An odd aftueaen on whldi I need some guidance for me President’s offioe 
dsap: 

A aeuple of waeks ego. late Friday night, the head of the ONC asked the 
President's office to ineiude several people in the Presidents Sekjrdsy 
Radio Address. They did so, not knowing arryming about 9tem except that 
they were ONC conbibutors. 

K turns out (hey are various Chinexe gurus and (he POTUS wasnT sure we’d 
want photos of him with diese people areulating around. Johnny Chung, one 
el the people on the list, is coming tn to see Nency Homreich tomerrew and 
Nancy needs to know urgently whether or net she can give him (he pietureE. 
Could you please review the iisl asap and give me your advice on whether we 
want these photos ftoacing around? (FYJ • piese people ere major DNC 
coninbutors and if we can gwe them die photos, the PrestdenCs office 
would like to do so}- 
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Ms. Darby. 197. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. OK, 197-198 are the same. 

Ms. Darby. Both. Yes. Yes. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Now, I will get into with Mr. Suettinger exactly 
what he responded, but based upon what Mr. Suettinger responded 
to you, what did you do? 

Ms. Darby. I got back in touch with Kelly Crawford and I con- 
veyed to her the nature of Bob’s response. I believe I quoted pieces 
of the response back to her. 

She’s not — the White House and the NSC are on separate e-mail 
systems because our system is classified. So there was no way for 
me to directly send a copy of this on to her electronically. But I be- 
lieve I conveyed the substance of it to her and gave her an oppor- 
tunity to pick up a copy of the text of the e-mail if she wanted it. 
And I don’t recall whether she picked it up from me or not. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. In front of you is the larger version, exhibit C- 
79, of Mr. Suettinger’s response, and it indicates that he, referring 
to Johnny Chung, is a hustler. That’s Mr. Suettinger’s quotation, 
I believe, that has now become rather famous. 

Did you relay that information on to Kelly Crawford? 

[Exhibit C-79 follows:] 
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Ms. Darby. I believe I did so. That would have been a major 
piece of information that she would have needed. So I believe I — 
I don’t have a specific recollection of passing that on, but I’m quite 
sure that I would have. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Did you make a recommendation to Ms. 
Crawford as to whether or not these photographs should be re- 
leased? 

Ms. Darby. I believe I gave her a personal recommendation that 
we probably would not recommend that they release them. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. OK. Now, in Mr. Suettinger’s e-mail, he gen- 
erally indicated that he didn’t think there would be a major prob- 
lem. But you took it upon yourself to recommend that the photo- 
graphs not be released? 

Ms. Darby. It was not a strong recommendation on my part. Ul- 
timately, there was nothing in Bob’s e-mail that conveyed to me 
that Johnny Chung or any of the individuals involved represented 
a national security risk or that they were criminals of any kind. 
But given that, my impression from his e-mail was that he would 
perhaps attempt to exploit his contacts with the President through 
these photos, that it might be better to err on the side of caution 
and not give them to him. 

But it didn’t pose a serious security risk, and that is what she 
came to us to give a recommendation on. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Prior to your making that recommendation, did 
you contact or talk with your supervisor, Ms. Soderberg? 

Ms. Darby. Not that I can recall. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. So it was basically your personal recommenda- 
tion that you passed on that the photographs not be released? 

Ms. Darby. Yes. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Mr. Suettinger, let me just address a few ques- 
tions to you. Can you briefly tell me what your background is and 
where you’re presently employed? 

Mr. Suettinger. You want my educational background? 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Yes, please. 

Mr. Suettinger. I graduated from Lawrence University in Wis- 
consin in 1968. After a stint in the military, I attended graduate 
school at Columbia University, where I received a master’s degree. 

In 1975, I joined the Central Intelligence Agency as an analyst, 
principally on Chinese matters, and had several different jobs with- 
in the agency and at the State Department. In 1994, Mr. Stanley 
Roth asked if I would assist him at the National Security Council, 
which I did, beginning in 1994, and continuing until late Sep- 
tember 1997. 

I am currently employed at the National Intelligence Council, 
which is located in Langley. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. So for the period of roughly 1994 through 1997 
you were at the NSC? 

Mr. Suettinger. That’s correct. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. At the White House. And can you tell me when 
the first time was that you heard of Johnny Chung? 

Mr. Suettinger. I can’t give you a specific date, because my first 
contact with Mr. Chung, I believe, was via a telephone call that he 
made to the National Security Council requesting a meeting with 
Mr. Roth. 
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Again, I cannot remember either the specific context of that tele- 
phone call or whether it was repeated, but I know that his name 
was familiar to me when it came up later on. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Have you ever met Mr. Chung? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I have not. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And approximately how many times have you 
spoken to Mr. Chung, then? 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. I would guess at most two, perhaps three. He 
was somewhat persistent, as I recollect, in trying to get a meeting 
with Mr. Roth, he and a couple of other people, and I fended off 
those requests. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Let me refer your attention to exhibit No. 250, 
which is in your book, and it is an e-mail dated February 2, 1995, 
from Calvin Mitchell. Did you get a copy of that e-mail? 

[Exhibit 250 follows:] 
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CLASS; UNCLASSIFIED 
DISPOSITION; NON RECORD 
Transmission; 02>Feb-95 05:1 1 pm 
SENDER: Mitchell. Calvin A. 

SUBJECT: Subject; Chir^ Chamber of Intemabcnal Commerce [UNCLASSIFIED] 
TO: Hi. Roseanne M. 

Roth. Startiey D. 

Suettinger, Robert L. 

CC: NO CC's on THIS MESSAGE 


Bob/Stan: 

I have met several times a Mr. Johnny ^vho is a big CBnton 
supporter. He has told me that Mr. Zhertg Hortgye, Cha^an. China Chamber 
of International Commerce, Chma Cotnci for the Promotion of International 
Trade, the China Member Committee of the Pacific Basin Economic Cowcil, 
wiB be travefling to the US sometime this spring. If Johnny contacts me 
again to meet this guy, ra let you aB know. 


|2 exhibit 


EOP 039319 
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Mr. SUETTINGER. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. In that particular e-mail it indicates that there 
would he, the chairman of the Chamber of International Commerce 
might he coming to see the President. Did you know who — first of 
all, had you ever heard of that organization, the Chamber of Inter- 
national Commerce? 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. I had not. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Did you know the individual who was listed in 
that particular e-mail? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. His name is vaguely familiar to me. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And that was through your employment? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That’s correct. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. At that time, which is February 2 , 1995, did 
you undertake any type of investigation or vetting of this particular 
individual who is listed on this e-mail? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I did not. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And I won’t pronounce the name. I will leave 
that to you. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Zheng Hongye. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And why was it that you did not do any inves- 
tigation or vetting of Mr. Chung at that time? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. First of all, at that time, this was just a heads- 
up, rather than a request that this individual would be vetted. I 
didn’t — and, quite frankly, I had not even remembered the exist- 
ence of this e-mail until it was brought to my attention earlier this 
week as an FYI. I just basically disregarded it. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Are there resources at the NSC which would 
permit the NSC to actually vet individuals? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. There are some at the NSC and some available 
via other means, phone calls and so forth. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. OK. And without getting into any classified in- 
formation, those resources were readily available to you at the 
NSC? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That’s correct. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. OK. When did you first become aware that Mr. 
Chung intended to bring a Chinese delegation into the White 
House? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I was not aware of that until Ms. Darby wrote 
me the e-mail. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. So the first time you heard about that at all is 
when Ms. Darby sent you that e-mail? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That’s correct. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And, again, just for the record, let me show you 
exhibit No. 196, and that’s the e-mail that you received from Ms. 
Darby? 

[Note. — Exhibit 196 may be found on p. 715.] 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. To your knowledge, had anyone at the NSC or 
the White House or anybody else vetted these individuals prior to 
their coming into the White House? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I’m not aware of that having been done. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And as you know, maybe you don’t, the Secret 
Service does a criminal background check before individuals come 
into the White House. Is that right? 
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Mr. SUETTINGER. I don’t know whether they do them for people 
from foreign countries. Certainly I know they do that for domestic 
visitors. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And, to your knowledge, that’s the extent of the 
background that the Secret Service does on individuals coming into 
the White House? 

Mr. SUETTiNGER. I really am not qualified to comment on that, 
sir. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. I understand it — well, is one of the purposes of 
vetting a person, to use that Washington term, actually to protect 
the President and the President’s reputation? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. My understanding of the process is that it is to 
make sure that people who have criminal records or who are intel- 
ligence personnel or who are otherwise considered for whatever 
reason unsavory characters are not put in the proximity of the 
President. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Let me refer you to your e-mail, which is ex- 
hibit 198. Is that your response to Ms. Darby’s e-mail? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Yes, it is. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. In your response, you indicate that all the Chi- 
nese on the list, with one possible exception, appear to be bona fide 
present or former Chinese officials. How did you come to that con- 
clusion? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I came to that conclusion, one, by recognizing 
some of the names in the list; or by looking them up in a directory, 
an unclassified directory of Chinese officials that I had available to 
me; or, three, by determining that the organizations that they 
worked for were organizations that I recognized, I had heard the 
names of before, and seemed to be bona fide organizations in 
China. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And I believe there was one exception in your 
e-mail; is that right? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That’s correct. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And who was that? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That was Mr. James Sun, who was described 
as a self-made millionaire from Xinjiang province. I had no record 
of him nor any way of checking on him. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Was that the reason why you had some sus- 
picions or some concerns about Mr. Sun? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Well, the other reason was that there are rel- 
atively few self-made millionaires in the People’s Republic of 
China. So that term would be — was somewhat jarring and kind of 
grabbed my attention. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Let me show you a portion of a videotape. 

[Video tape presentation was shown.] 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. The last individual on that tape, I hope that 
you heard, Mr. Chung introduced him as being his brother. Had 
you ever heard that Mr. Sun was Mr. Chung’s brother? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. No, I had not. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Do you have any information one way or the 
other as to whether, in fact, Mr. Chung and Mr. Sun are brothers? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I have no information to that effect. Chinese 
often refer to close friends as brothers. 
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Mr. Rohrbaugh. Had you ever seen this videotape prior to com- 
ing in today? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I had not. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. One of the individuals in the Chinese delega- 
tion was described as the vice president of CITIC; is that right? 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. That’s correct. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And who was that individual? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That is Mr. Huang Jichun. Or Jichun Huang, 
as it’s written here. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Is CITIC an entity that is at least partially con- 
trolled by the State Council of the PRC? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I believe that’s correct. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And do you know approximately what percent- 
age is owned supposedly by the State Council of the PRC? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I do not. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And what is the State Council of the PRC? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. The State Council is the official governing 
organ of the People’s Republic of China. It is headed by the Pre- 
mier and is in charge of all the Government ministries and many 
other organizations within the People’s Republic. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Now, if I can, let me jump ahead to another in- 
cident that occurred in 1996 involving Wang Jun, do you remember 
that incident? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I do. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. OK. Mr. Wang Jun, who was the purported 
arms dealer, was also involved in CITIC; is that right? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I believe he’s the chairman of CITIC. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Back in 1995, after you got the list of names 
from Ms. Darby, did the fact that the vice president of CITIC was 
seeing the President, did that cause you any concern? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. It did not. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Let me go back to your e-mail, exhibit No. 198. 
In your e-mail you indicate, but a word of caution, a warning of fu- 
ture deja vu, and you indicate that Mr. Chung should be treated 
with, quote, a pinch of suspicion, unquote. 

What did you mean by that? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. As I spelled out subsequently in the e-mail, I 
was concerned that Mr. Chung might have been making use of his 
political connections to further his own business interests. And I 
was concerned that those business interests were not known to 
many people and that they might not be of the sort that the Presi- 
dent would want to be associated. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Did you ever find out or learn of the various 
entities that Mr. Chung was involved in? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I did not. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And I believe in that same paragraph you also 
used that infamous term, hustler; is that right? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That’s correct, sir. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And was that for the same reason? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Basically, yes. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Now, I just asked you about whether you were 
aware of some of the entities that Mr. Chung was involved with. 
Were you aware that just prior to Mr. Chung giving the DNC a 
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$50,000 contribution, he had received through the bank of China- 
Beijing $150,000? 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. I was not aware of that. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Let me, if I can, just show you quickly, exhibit 
No. 175. Exhibit No. 175 is a wire transfer from the Bank of Bei- 
jing, and at the bottom indicates payment of goods Haomen Group, 
Shan Tang. Do you see that? 

[Exhibit 175 follows:] 
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Mr. SuETTiNGER. I Only see — yes, I see that. Is it Tang Shan? 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Tang Shan, I’m sorry. 

Mr. SUETTiNGER. S-H-A-N? I don’t have that on my screen. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. OK. Are you familiar with what the Haomen 
Group is? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. No, I’m not. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Are you familiar with the fact that in December 
1994, Mr. Chung had brought to the White House, I believe it was 
the president of the Haomen Group? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I was not aware of that at the time. I’m aware 
of it now. I did not associate the term Haomen with those individ- 
uals. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Do you presently or at the time in April, when 
you wrote your memo, did you know whether Mr. Chung had actu- 
ally, and I hate to use the term, sold the Haomen Group any 
goods? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I was not aware of it. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Let me ask you a couple more questions about, 
if I can go back to exhibit No. 198. Your e-mail continues by stat- 
ing, the joys of balancing foreign policy considerations against do- 
mestic politics. Did you often have to do that at the National Secu- 
rity Council? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. No. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. What did you mean by that term? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. The situation was that these individuals had 
come in without my being aware of it. We were being asked as a 
matter of domestic policy and, in particular, DNC policy, to make 
a judgment call as to whether or not photographs should be given. 
That was not a task that I relished. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Why not? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I simply considered it to be outside the scope 
of my own responsibilities. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. How much weight did the DNC carry when it 
came to deciding who would meet with the President? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I can’t answer that question. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. After your warning of April 8th, do you know 
how often Mr. Chung would then go into the White House? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I did not know that at the time. I have obvi- 
ously learned it subsequently from newspaper accounts. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. So you are aware that it would be approxi- 
mately 20 additional times he entered the White House even after 
your November 8, 1995, warning? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I’d have to take your word for that. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Were you also aware that in July 1995, or did 
you become aware in July 1995 that Mr. Chung was attempting to 
negotiate the release of Harry Wu? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I did become aware of that. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And how did you become aware of that? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I received, in fact in two separate copies, some 
correspondence from the Chief of Staff’s Office, I believe. I’d have 
to refer to the documents in particular, indicating that Mr. Chung 
had sought some credentials from the DNC to undertake this kind 
of mission. 
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Mr. Rohrbaugh. Let me show you exhibit No. 251. It’s a memo- 
randum from Janice Enright at the Office of the Chief of Staff of 
the President, to Anthony Lake. Did you ever see that document 
before? 

[Exhibit 251 follows:] 



897 


URGENT 

the: white Houst 

..S«..OTO~ please stakf 

2^ Juiy 1S95 \l i';:l 


MEMORANDUM TO 
FROM 

RE 



I received a telephone call this morning from Bobby Watson, 
the chief of staff at the Democratic National Committee ("DNC") 
concerning the release of Harry Woo. 
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this week . His 


Johnny Chung, a DNC Trustee, is traveling with a 
to China and meeting with the President of China 
mission IS to negotiate the release of Harry Woo 


Mr. Watson wanted to alert us that Mr. Chunc plans to 
represent to the President of China that he is sanctioned by 
President Clinton in his efforts to get Mr. Woo released. He 
bases this representation on the fact chat he recently saw the 
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Mr. SUETTINGER. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And when did you see it? 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. It would have been around the time, probably 
very shortly before my response. Somewhere between July 21st and 
24th. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. And you made a response to this memo, then; 
is that right? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. This memo was sent on to me through the sys- 
tem, as we call it in the National Security Council, and I responded 
to it, and I’m sorry, I had my date wrong, July 31st. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Let me show you exhibit No. 252. Can you tell 
me what that is? 

[Exhibit 252 follows:] 
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July 31, 1995 

INFORMATION 

MEMORANDUM FOR ANTHONY LAKE 

TRCM: ROBERT L. SUETTINGErf?^^ 

SUBJECT; DNC Trustee Johnny Chung and the Harry Wu Case 


This memorandum also covers a response to package #5908 -- 
request for a Presidential Credentials letter for Johnny Chung. 

The memo from Leon Panetta's office (at Tab A) on DNC Trustee 
Johnny Chung's intent to try and get Harry Wu released is very 
troubling, in part because I was not able to contact the DNC in 
time to get them to discourage Chung from involving himself in 
this diplomatically difficult and high-stakes issue. Since he 
had already left for China before the memo was even transmitted, 
no remedial action was possible. 

I spoke with Bobby Watson, Chief of Staff at the DNC, who 
indicated that they had sought to minimize the Presidential 
cachet in the letter and other materials the DNC provided him for 
his trip. All we can do is hope the Chinese recognize Chung's 
credentials are thin, and that his message should be treated with 
caution. No one in the Administration has any idea of what he 
plans to say on the subject of Harry Wu, and I doubt the 
President did more than shake his hand in a receiving line. 

J believe Chung means well. But he is something of a self- 
appointed ambassador of goodwill between China and the U.S., and ' 
I believe he occasionally may overstate his credentials and the 
importance of his contacts to both sides. 

a . , 

In most cases, Chung is not in a position to make much an 
impact on U.S. -China relations. In the Harry Wu case, ts^wever, 
he could conceivably do damage, depending on what he sa^ and how 
much credibility he carries with Beijing. 1 recommend Wat we bo 
very careful about the kinds of political favors lie is Ranted, 
iti the case of the request in Package 115908, the issue is moot., 
hu has already departed on hi.s travel with a lettc-;- from i.Ik 
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Mr. SuETTiNGER. That is a memo that I wrote to Mr. Lake in re- 
sponse to the memorandum from Ms. Enright that was sent on to 
me. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. What was your reaction about Mr. Chung at- 
tempting to negotiate the release of Harry Wu? 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. I was quite upset. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Why? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. We had heen engaged in a very quiet persistent 
and complex set of signals and negotiations with the Chinese Gov- 
ernment trying to ensure that Mr. Wu was released as soon as pos- 
sible, and it struck me that Mr. Chung might be capable of inter- 
fering in that process. 

I had no idea of what message he thought he was delivering to 
the Chinese Government, and thought it could only confuse the 
matter; and I was worried that this process might be upset by the 
intrusion of somebody who had no knowledge and no responsibil- 
ities for what happened. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Were you concerned that Mr. Chung was not a 
professional diplomat? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. It wasn’t so much that he was a professional 
diplomat as that he seemed to believe that he had some sort of a 
mission, and it was a mission that I didn’t believe that he had; and 
that I was concerned it would complicate what we were trying to 
do in our own appropriate channels. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Your memorandum is actually written, I be- 
lieve at the very bottom it says, Mr. Chung had already left for 
Beijing at the time you had written your memorandum. Is that 
right? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That’s correct. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. If that’s the case, why did you feel the need to 
write that memorandum? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. One, it was sent to me for action and, generally 
speaking, when we were given an assignment for action we tried 
to respond, to answer the mail, if you will; and I also thought that 
I wanted to convey to Mr. Lake my concerns about this sort of 
thing because I certainly didn’t want a repetition of it. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. At the bottom you indicate that you had the 
concurrence of Alan Kreczko; is that right? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That’s correct. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Who is Mr. Kreczko? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Mr. Kreczko was the Senior Director, Legal As- 
sistant, to the National Security Council. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Why did you feel that you had to have the con- 
currence of Mr. Kreczko? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. It involved an American citizen. Two American 
citizens. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Did you ever find out who Mr. Chung met 
while he was in Beijing or what he did? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I Only read one newspaper account, and I don’t 
know whether it was credible or not. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. Mr. Chairman, I have no other questions. 
Thank you. 

Mr. Burton. I would like to use some of your time on the Repub- 
lican side, if I might. 
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I want to make sure I understand this. This Mr. Zheng Hongye. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Zheng Hongye. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. He was chairman of the China Council for the 
Promotion of International Trade, the CCPIT, an organization set 
up by the Chinese Communist Party to coordinate lucrative deals 
and funnel profits back into the party’s leadership. Are you aware 
of who he was? 

Mr. SUETTiNGER. Your definition of that organization, sir, is not 
one that I had heard before. My understanding of the CCPIT is 
that it was an organization that was set up to promote inter- 
national trade. It sponsored business delegations coming to the 
PRC and also Chinese delegations going overseas. 

Mr. Rohrbaugh. It was a part of the Communist Government. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That’s correct. 

Mr. Burton. I think that says it. He was an adviser to the PRC 
State-owned China Ocean Shipping, COSCO, which wanted to 
lease the Long Beach Naval Shipyard. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I was not aware of that, sir. 

Mr. Burton. He was vice chairman of the Chinese People’s Polit- 
ical Consultant Conference of the PRC’s Communist Party for the 
Subcommittee for Taiwan, Hong Kong, Macao Compatriots and 
Overseas Chinese. Were you aware of that? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. No, I was not. 

Mr. Burton. You were not aware of that either. 

Mr. Jichun Huang, he was director and vice president of China 
International Trust and Investment Corp., CITIC. You knew that? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Burton. And CITIC is the largest state-run business in the 
PRC with diversified holdings in banking, energy production and 
the United States real estate market, and the president is the al- 
leged arms smuggler, as was mentioned before, Mr. Wang Jun. You 
are familiar with that? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I’m familiar with the fact Mr. Jun is the chair- 
man of CITIC. 

Mr. Burton. And Mr. Renzhong Wang served as superintendent 
of the China Aviation Industry Ministry, part of the Chinese Com- 
munist Government, in Harbin. You are familiar with that? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Renzhong Wang is a rather common name, and 
there are a number of them who have been in different offices. I 
will take your word for it. 

Mr. Burton. That is what our information shows. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I will take your word for it. 

Mr. Burton. And of course Jianiong Yu oversees the activities of 
the COSCO shipping company, the Chinese shipping company. 

The reason I bring all this up is these people have been alleged 
to have been part of a beer operation over there, but they had far- 
reaching responsibilities in China and ties to the Chinese party. 
They are coming in to meet the President. They meet with the 
President and he greets them warmly. And then after pictures are 
taken, he doesn’t want the pictures to be given to them, and you 
didn’t think the pictures should be given to them, I guess, as well. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. My e-mail suggests that I didn’t think there 
would be any lasting damage from providing the photographs to 
these individuals. 
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Mr. Burton. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Waxman. 

Mr. Waxman. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Today’s hearing is a continuation of a hearing we held yesterday, 
and both days are looking at a man by the name of Johnny Chung, 
who seemed to have an extraordinary amount of access to the 
White House and gave large amounts of money to the Democratic 
party. 

Mr. Suettinger and Ms. Darby, you are here — oftentimes wit- 
nesses are invited to come and testify because we think maybe they 
did something wrong, but you are here to give us your professional 
judgment from the National Security Council about some matters 
that took place involving Mr. Chung. 

And, Mr. Suettinger, you said in a memo that I think counsel has 
already referred to, that when you gave your impression of Mr. 
Chung you said, my impression is that he’s a hustler and appears 
to be involved in setting up some kind of consulting operation. 

Well, I think you are exactly right. Nothing we have learned or 
in the materials the committee has received indicates anything 
else. I don’t believe this is a hearing about economic espionage or 
foreign agents or conspiracies to infiltrate our political system, or 
any of these more sensational charges that have been bandied 
about. 

What it appears to me is that we have a man who was out to 
try to make a buck; he was a hustler. And the fact of the matter 
is, there are a lot of hustlers around, especially in this city. There 
is nothing illegal in being a hustler, even if we might not approve 
of it. 

Now, the two of you are here to testify on one very narrow issue 
in particular, and that is the fact that Mr. Chung took a bunch of 
people in to listen to the President give a radio address to the coun- 
try. And from the testimony yesterday, after that radio address, the 
President, after meeting these people, said that he felt something 
was inappropriate. And Ms. Hernreich told somebody, I guess Miss 
Darby, to find out whether they should release these photos to this 
man. 

Mr. Suettinger, you were asked your opinion about that, and I 
gather you agreed that the photos could go to Mr. Chung and his 
colleagues; is that correct? 

Mr. Suettinger. That’s correct. 

Mr. Waxman. Now, Mr. Suettinger, you are here because you are 
one of the leading experts on China. You made this your career. 
You speak Mandarin, you speak Cantonese; you are, I think fair to 
say, you serve as one of the NSC’s top experts on east Asia. Is that 
an accurate statement? 

Mr. Suettinger. It is not for me to say, sir. 

Mr. Waxman. Don’t be immodest. 

In April 1995, you were asked by Brooke Darby to give your pro- 
fessional opinion as to whether the White House should release 
these photos to Johnny Chung. And you concluded in April 1995, 
quote, “I don’t see any lasting damage to U.S. foreign policy from 
giving Johnny Chung these pictures.” Is that right? 

Mr. Suettinger. That’s correct. 
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Mr. Waxman. In the second paragraph of your April 7, 1995 e- 
mail you did state some reservations about Mr. Chung, and you 
were concerned he was trying to use his White House contacts to 
enhance his business; is that correct? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That’s correct. 

Mr. Waxman. But your reservations had nothing to do with Mr. 
Chung trying to influence U.S. foreign policy; is that right? 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. That’s correct. 

Mr. Waxman. Was your e-mail intended to be a general directive 
to all White House staff to avoid contacts with Johnny Chung? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I’m not sure I’d go that far, sir. I just wanted 
to raise some concerns that had been brought to my attention that 
I thought others should know about what Mr. Chung might be up 
to. 

Mr. Waxman. It was a simple response to a request for advice 
about the release of these photos? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That’s correct. 

Mr. Waxman. Now, was Brooke Darby’s request for advice about 
the release of photos a matter of high importance to you as a mem- 
ber of the National Security Council? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. No, it was not. 

Mr. Waxman. Every day the NSC has to deal with the most sen- 
sitive and pressing national security matters facing this country. 
Isn’t that a fair statement? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I believe that’s fair, sir. 

Mr. Waxman. So the release of photos is one of the least impor- 
tant questions you had to grapple with. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. It was not one that I thought was of burning 
national interest. 

Mr. Waxman. Based on your expertise, were the businessmen 
who accompanied Johnny Chung senior members of the Chinese 
Government? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. They were senior members — yes, they were ei- 
ther senior members or former senior members. It’s hard to draw 
a sharp distinction between what are essentially government- 
owned corporations and the Government itself. They have no gov- 
erning authority, but they certainly have plenty of State backing. 

Mr. Waxman. Can you give us your views as to the relative im- 
portance of these businessmen within China? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Relative importance in terms of what, sir? 

Mr. Waxman. How important figures were they? We just had a 
visit from the President of China. He is obviously the most impor- 
tant. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Way below that. 

Mr. Waxman. Pardon? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Far below that. 

Mr. Waxman. Far below that. In July 1995, you drafted a memo 
concerning a request for Presidential credentials letter for Johnny 
Chung. He was interested in a letter from the President because 
he wanted to go to China to see if he could free jailed dissident 
Harry Wu; isn’t that right? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That’s correct. 

Mr. Waxman. In your July 31, 1995 memo to Anthony Lake you 
referred to Mr. Chung and said, “No one in the administration has 
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any idea of what he plans to say on the subject of Harry Wu, and 
I doubt the President did more than shake his hand in a receiving 
line.” Did that statement correctly reflect your views in July 1995? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That is correct. 

Mr. Waxman. In other words, you had no reason to believe that 
the President ever encouraged Mr. Chung to go to China. In fact, 
you had no reason to believe the President was aware of anything 
about Mr. Chung. 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. I was — I had no reason to believe that at the 
time, no. 

Mr. Waxman. Subsequent to July 1995, have you learned of any- 
thing that causes you to believe that the President encouraged Mr. 
Chung to go to China? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. As I said, the only information that I have re- 
ceived about Mr. Chung’s travel to China has been what has been 
published in the newspapers, and I have no way of assessing its 
credibility. 

Mr. Waxman. You know Mr. Chung had a letter from DNC 
Chairman Don Fowler. Was this letter the kind of credentials letter 
that is provided to diplomats? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. No. 

Mr. Waxman. In fact, traditional diplomatic credentialed letters 
are provided by governments rather than political parties. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That is correct. 

Mr. Waxman. And you yourself wrote to Mr. Lake and said that 
“Chung’s credentials,” meaning Chairman Fowler’s letter, are 
“thin.” What did you mean by that? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I thought that they would not be interpreted by 
the Chinese Government as representing the views of the President 
or the Government of the United States. 

Mr. Waxman. Some Republicans have suggested that Johnny 
Chung, who is an American citizen, should somehow have been re- 
strained by the administration from traveling to China on his own 
to pursue his own private efforts concerning Harry Wu. In your ex- 
perience, does it sometimes happen that American citizens under- 
take their own private diplomatic efforts? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I would say there are probably examples of 
that; yes, sir. 

Mr. Waxman. Well, you call them free-lancers. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Yes. 

Mr. Waxman. There are a lot of free-lancers around who promote 
their view of what diplomacy ought to be, aren’t there? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Yes, there are. 

Mr. Waxman. In fact, in your interview, you called these kinds 
of individuals free-lancers because you’re generally skeptical about 
the efforts of these free-lancers. They are not operating consistent 
with what U.S. Government policy might be. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That’s correct. 

Mr. Waxman. Now, free-lancers are not something unique to this 
one case. You have encountered free-lancers from the American 
business community. In fact, didn’t Ross Perot once organize a res- 
cue mission to free some of his employees from captivity in the 
Middle East? Wasn’t that an example of free-lancing? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I would not want to characterize that, sir. 
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Mr. Waxman. ok. When people in the academic community go 
off on their own, are they free-lancers as well? 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. I think we need to draw a distinction between 
going out — I mean, everybody who travels to China is not a free- 
lancer. What I’m concerned about is when they’re dealing with or 
trying to deal with an issue of particular national importance, such 
as the release of Mr. Wu. In those cases, I consider interference or 
efforts to be influential in that process to be free-lancing. 

Mr. Waxman. It is the same as Amnesty International or Human 
Rights Watch or a Member of Congress acting on his own but not 
in sync with the American Government, going and doing what 
might be called free-lancing. 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. The difference between Mr. Chung’s case and 
those is that Mr. Chung was going out representing himself as 
being on a mission that was connected to the White House, at least 
via the DNC, and I thought that was of considerable concern. 

Mr. Waxman. I concede that point, and I think it is a valid one. 

I am going to yield to Mr. Lantos to pursue further questions. 

Mr. Lantos. Thank you very much for yielding. 

Well, today’s episode of Trivial Pursuit deals with pathological 
preoccupation with photo opportunities. Now, I find these par- 
ticular photo opportunities paling into insignificance when com- 
pared to the photo opportunities that the President of China just 
had during the course of his visit to the United States. As a matter 
of fact, prior to his visit, I publicly pointed out that having himself 
photographed at Williamsburg or at the Liberty Bell or at the 
White House or at Wall Street will do nothing to diminish our out- 
rage at Human Rights violations in China. 

And, of course, in terms of who has himself photographed with 
the top man in China, certainly there was a state dinner at the 
White House where everybody tried to get himself photographed 
with him. He visited here in the Congress, where the Speaker took 
him around. He had breakfast with several of us. And of course 
when he went to New York, the cream of the crop of the American 
business and financial community busted its gut to get into that 
dinner and to get themselves photographed with the top man in 
China. So, quite frankly, I sort of fail to get excited over the fact 
that a group of third-rate Chinese officials stood by while the Presi- 
dent was reading a prepared 5-minute radio talk. 

I do want to spend a minute on the Harry Wu case, because 
while I find the rest of this ludicrous, ludicrous beyond words, I 
mean it doesn’t rise to the level of anything worthy of any serious 
discussion, Mr. Chung is a cheap and, unfortunately for him by 
this stage, an unsuccessful hustler, and he was collecting photo- 
graphs all over the political landscape, from Presidential Candidate 
Dole to distinguished Republican Governors, Speaker Gingrich, the 
First Lady and whatnot, and putting them together in a brochure. 
And that is what he was selling. He was selling the illusion. 

If I were to characterize him, I would call him an illusion mer- 
chant. He was selling an illusion that since Senator Dole happened 
to have his picture taken with him, somehow he had influence with 
Senator Dole or Newt Gingrich or the First Lady, which was about 
as absurd a suggestion as anything that could be made. 
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But the Harry Wu thing annoys me, and I tell you why it annoys 
me. Harry Wu is one of the heroes of our age. He has given many, 
many years of his life because of his commitment to democracy and 
freedom. In his attempt to demonstrate the slave labor system in 
China, he spent many years of his life in the most miserable Chi- 
nese prison conditions. And the very best people in this Congress, 
on both sides of the aisle, in both the House and the Senate, and 
many people in the private sector have busted their guts for years 
to get Harry Wu out. And the notion that Johnny Chung, this 
quintessentially cheap self-promoter, played the slightest role in 
the liberation of Harry Wu is a notion that I find repugnant and 
obnoxious. This is the notion of the rooster who claims that the sun 
rises because he crows. This does not even rise to the level of ab- 
surdity. It is beyond absurdity. 

But, since we need to go on with today’s episode of Trivial Pur- 
suit, I would like to place into the record, Mr. Chairman, the arti- 
cle of October 30 from the Washington Post entitled “Business 
Mixes With Pleasure at the White House Dinner, China’s Jiang 
Gets a Taste of Corporate America,” which describes in detail how 
diners of our major multinational corporations were anxious to 
have their pictures taken with the President of China, who I think 
is a more significant figure than the small entourage that got into 
the radio studio. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Burton. Without objection. 

Mr. Waxman. I yield to Mrs. Maloney, the next senior member, 
for questioning. 

Mrs. Maloney. Thank you for yielding to me. 

I would like to ask Mr. Suettinger, earlier we were talking about 
the gentlemen that were with Mr. Chung, and many of them were 
associated, you said, with the Chinese Government, but it is a 
Communist country, and the Communist country owns all if not or 
most of the businesses there. And are most of the people in busi- 
ness in China associated with the Chinese Government? Is that a 
fair statement, would you say? 

Mr. Suettinger. I don’t think so. 

Mrs. Maloney. So there are a lot of private businesses? 

Mr. Suettinger. There is a growing amount of private enter- 
prise in China; that is correct. 

Mrs. Maloney. I would like to ask both of you the same ques- 
tion, first Ms. Darby and then Mr. Suettinger. 

Do you have any reason to believe that Johnny Chung was an 
agent of the Chinese Government, Ms. Darby? 

Ms. Darby. No, I do not. 

Mrs. Maloney. Mr. Suettinger. 

Mr. Suettinger. I do not. 

Mrs. Maloney. Do you believe that he tried to seek any favors 
for China, Ms. Darby? 

Ms. Darby. I really have no basis for knowing. I have no idea. 

Mr. Suettinger. Not having been present at any of Mr. Chung’s 
meetings, I can’t answer the question. 

Mrs. Maloney. Do you believe that it was unusual for Johnny 
Chung to seek to have his picture taken with the President, the 
First Lady or other members of the administration? And do you be- 
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lieve that Johnny Chung was unique in seeking to obtain those 
photographs? 

Ms. Darby. From what I understand in press accounts recently, 
it doesn’t sound like this was an unusual situation. 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. Again, I have no basis on which to make a 
judgment on that. 

Mrs. Maloney. Do you think it is unusual for a businessman to 
display a photograph of himself with the President, the First Lady 
or Members of Congress or leaders in the administration? 

Ms. Darby. No, I do not think it’s unusual. 

Mr. SUETTiNGER. I would think not. 

Mrs. Maloney. Is there anything illegal or unethical in seeking 
to obtain such a picture or to display it? 

Ms. Darby. I don’t believe so. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Not to my knowledge. 

Mrs. Maloney. Do you believe that the White House typically 
asked for guidance with respect to people granted access to the 
President? 

Ms. Darby. They sought access on some — they sought our opin- 
ion on some occasions, whenever they had a concern. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I would have to defer to Ms. Darby on that. 

Mrs. Maloney. Do you think that it was common for people to 
gain access to the President without being screened by the Na- 
tional Security Council? 

Ms. Darby. That I really wouldn’t know. I’m sure there are many 
people who are not screened by the National Security Council, but 
in terms of foreign nationals or others, I really wouldn’t know. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Nor do I. 

Mrs. Maloney. And what do you think the White House should 
do to make the vetting process more effective? Do you have any 
ideas in that direction? 

Ms. Darby. I understand that Sandy Berger, the current Na- 
tional Security Adviser, has instituted some new vetting policies. 
I’m not sure what those are. I believe it’s to make more routine in- 
quiries into people who are coming in to see the President, who 
have a foreign connection of some kind. 

Mrs. Maloney. Could you forward those recommendations to the 
committee so we could look at them or get them for us? 

Ms. Darby. I believe they are recommendations that have al- 
ready been made by Sandy Berger, so. 

Mrs. Maloney. So they have already been made. I would just 
like to see them, that’s all. I guess we can get them from him. 

Ms. Darby. Yes. I don’t work for the National Security Council 
any longer. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Nor do I. 

Mrs. Maloney. Do you have any ideas of how we should improve 
their vetting process or do you think it needs to be improved? I am 
talking to Mr. Suettinger. 

Mr. Suettinger. Oh, I’m sorry. I would have no recommenda- 
tions on that score. 

Mrs. Maloney. You have no recommendations. 

I would like to ask Ms. Darby, when you worked at the National 
Security Council, could you describe your duties and exactly what 
you did there? 
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Ms. Darby. Sure. I handled Nancy Soderberg’s schedule, at least 
part of the time; would make sure that she had briefing papers for 
her meetings. I generally did not prepare those. Those were pre- 
pared by the professional staff members with the policy expertise. 
I was not a policy adviser of any kind. I would prioritize paperwork 
for her. I would help screen requests from the staff who wanted her 
advice on something and prioritize things for her. 

I was also occasionally a liaison between other parts of the White 
House with Nancy Soderberg and members of the National Secu- 
rity Council staff, based primarily on the connections I had made 
on my days on the campaign and on the transition. 

Mrs. Maloney. Did you serve as a contact person for White 
House staff who needed to direct requests for guidance to the Na- 
tional Security Council? 

Ms. Darby. Sometimes. It was not an official responsibility that 
I would say I had. But, more informally, I think that I often be- 
came a conduit for those kinds of requests. 

Mrs. Maloney. And when you received those requests, how did 
you handle them? 

Ms. Darby. I would staff them out to the relevant policy office. 
In the National Security Council there are both regional offices 
that handle, obviously, regions, and functional offices that handle 
things like defense issues, nonproliferation issues. And on the basis 
of the request that I received, I would make a determination about 
which office needed to handle that request and I would farm the 
request out to that relevant office. 

Mrs. Maloney. How often did the President’s office ask for guid- 
ance from the National Security Council with respect to a visitor 
or a letter? 

Ms. Darby. I really don’t recall any specific — it is hard to put a 
number on it. If I had to guess, I would say maybe four to eight 
times a month. 

Mrs. Maloney. Did you usually receive a request for guidance 
before the event? 

Ms. Darby. Yes. We generally did. I mean that was the purpose 
of us providing guidance. Providing guidance after the fact isn’t ex- 
ceedingly helpful, so. 

Mrs. Maloney. And under what circumstance would a request 
for guidance typically be made? 

Ms. Darby. It’s hard to say. I mean, for someone with a foreign 
tie, who wanted to come in and see the President, and it came 
through another office in the White House and they just wanted to 
check with us to make sure that there was nothing about the per- 
son’s background that would lead us to have any concerns about 
the President meeting with somebody, or other senior people within 
the White House. 

Mrs. Maloney. Mr. Suettinger saw no lasting damage to U.S. 
foreign policy from giving Johnny Chung the photos. Why did you 
consider that a negative recommendation? 

Ms. Darby. I think his using the term hustler; the fact that this 
person was probably going to exploit the photographs for his own 
personal business interests. Again, it was really my own personal 
recommendation to Kelly Crawford that if I were in her situation. 
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I wouldn’t want this person continually harassing me for photo- 
graphs of himself with the President. 

So better to err on the side of caution from my own personal ben- 
efit, if I were Kelly Crawford. 

Mrs. Maloney. In your own experience, was a request for guid- 
ance about the release of a Presidential photograph one of the most 
important matters confronting the National Security Council in 
April 1995? 

Ms. Darby. No, it certainly was not, and I didn’t independently 
recall this incident at all until I saw the text of my e-mail pub- 
lished in the New York Times. 

Mrs. Maloney. Well, getting back to your e-mail, you wrote in 
your e-mail message that these people, referring to Johnny Chung 
and his group, were major DNC contributors; is that correct? 

Ms. Darby. That’s what I wrote, yes. 

Mrs. Maloney. How did you know that? Did you have actual 
knowledge that this fact was correct? 

Ms. Darby. No, I did not. I have no idea who contributes to the 
DNC. And I believe the only way I would have known this was if 
Kelly Crawford conveyed it to me. If not in those specific terms in 
more general terms that I took to mean that they were DNC con- 
tributors. 

Mrs. Maloney. Because of — so, in other words, she conveyed 
that information? 

Ms. Darby. I presume so. I don’t have an independent recollec- 
tion, but the fact it is in the e-mail and I would have no other way 
of knowing they were contributors or not. 

Mr. Waxman. Mrs. Maloney, I wonder if I could yield to Mr. 
Fattah in the time that we have allotted on this 5-minute round. 

But in doing so, I just want to make a comment so that no one 
misunderstands. There are a lot of people who use photos for their 
own promotional activities. Lobbyists do it all the time. The reason 
people go to political fund-raisers is often just so they can get a pic- 
ture of the President, Senator Dole, Newt Gingrich, and then they 
hustle it to see how far they can go with it just to promote them- 
selves. 

Mr. Fattah. 

Mr. Fattah. Thank you very much. Let me welcome you both 
here today. It is interesting, as times change, I guess Ms. Darby, 
you, unfortunately, have been consorting with known Democratic 
sympathizers. The Congress at another point in its history was in- 
terested in those who were sympathetic to the causes of another 
political party. 

And I want to focus in on this, the Communist Government of 
China, because it is of interest to me, given the context of our rela- 
tionship since President Nixon opened up our relationships with 
this country, there have been a succession of Presidents who have 
moved, continued to move in that direction. And of interest is this 
discussion about this supposed arms dealer, Wang Jun. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Wang Jun. 

Mr. Fattah. Of this CITIC. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. CITIC. 

Mr. Fattah. I want to enter into the record, Mr. Chairman, a 
number of newspaper articles which I am going to refer to; one 
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from the Chicago Tribune, another from the Portland Oregonian, 
and they outline, first of all, that George Bush had dinner with this 
gentleman who we are now wanting to raise a lot of concerns about 
him having a picture taken with President Clinton. 

In fact, he says that Henry Kissinger is a good friend of his. 
There are a number of important political figures in our country 
who are on the advisory council for this corporation, like former 
Secretary of State George Shultz, former Secretary of State Alex- 
ander Hague. There are a number of other people who have close 
ties to the Republican party, like a gentleman by the name of Mr. 
Greenberg, who is the head of AIG, who is a well-known and very 
substantial contributor to the Republican party, who is also on the 
board. 

And I want to enter these into the record, because first and fore- 
most there was never a meeting — let me ask for permission they 
be entered into the record. 

Mr. Burton. Without objection. 

[The information referred to follows:] 
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Summary: Wang Jun says finances and the Lehman Brothers 
investment bank brought him to the White House 

A Chinese business executive who attended a controversial White 
House coffee for political contributors President Clinton was host 
of last year. said his visit was arranged by the New York-based 
investment bank Lehman Brothers Inc. 

an interview with The Washington Post> Wang Jun said the 
m*. .1 purpose of his U.S, visit was not an effort oy the Chinese 
government to win influence in the United States. 

Wang Jun heads China's most politically connected financial and 
industrial conglomerate^ as well as a Chinese military-owned arms 
trading company being investigated for illegally smuggling assault 
rifles into the United States. 

Rather, Wang said, Lehman Brothers was competing with other 
U.S. firms to do business with China and invited him to the United 
States. He was interested in exploring how receptive U.S. financial 
markets would be to new debt offerings by Chinese companies and 
government agencies, he said. 

"I didn't propose this meeting," Wang said of his Feb. 6, 1996, 
White House visit. "I said again and again that Clinton was too 
busy- I had little tc talk to him about." 

“ New insight 

Wang's account offers now insight into how he came to be 
invited to a White House coffee for political fund-raisers. Initial 
reports of Wang's attendance focused on his chairmanship of a 
company called Poly Group — the firm under scrutiny for the 
alleged illegal arms dealing. Clinton then called the meeting 
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clearly inappropriate. 

But by Wang's account, his atop at the White House had nothing 
CO do with Poly Group. Instead, he said, it was a brief and 
unplanned interlude during a U.S. tour with an entirely capitalist 
purpose; to Calk high finance with Wall Street firms on behalf of 
Che martuaoth conglomerate he heads, the China International Trust 
and Investment Corp. 

The Democratic National Committee has said previously that 
Wang's visit was arranged by Charles Yah Lin Trie, a former Little 
Rock restaurateur and longtime friend of Clinton's. He is one of 
the principals being scrutinized in a Justice Department 
investigation into questionable campaign contributions during the 
1996 presidential election. 

The Justice Department has developed evidence that China tried 
to direct nearly 32 million in illegal campaign contributions to 
members of Congress and Clinton administration officials, 
government officials said. 

Chinese Premier Li Peng, in a news conference Friday in 
Bf -iing, flatly denied that China has sought to influence U.S. 
e. rtions or funnel money to presidential or congressional 
candidates . 

Wang also denied suggestions that he or hia company has been 
involved in trying to influence O.S. politics or U.S. policy 
through illegal campaign contributions. 

- Influence not sought 

A spokesman for Lehman Brothers confirmed that executives of 
the firm had met with Wang during his visit to the United States 
last year but said the firm had played no role in arranging the 
White House visit with Clinton. During the U.S. trip, Wang's main 
contact at Lehman was Ernest G. Green, a managing director of its 
Washington office, Wang submitted a letter from Green when .he 
applied for his U.S. visa, and Green contacted Lehman's New York 
headquarters Co arrange meetings there for Wang. 

The day after Wang’s visit. Green contributed $50,000 to the 
Democratic National Committee. Green has called the timing Of the 
do.nation a coincidence and said the contribution came from his 
personal funds. His wife, Phyllis, signed the check. 

Green is a big Democratic Party fund-raiser and longtime friend 
of Clinton's and Trie's who has given differing accounts of his 
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relationship with Wang. The FBI has interviewed Green as part of 
the Justice Department investigation. 

Wang's account suggests a new wrinkle in the controversy about 
the use of the White House for fund-raising activities. Although 
the Justice Department inquiry is focused on alleged attempts by 
China to win influence improperly with U.S. politicians, Wang's 
version appears to show an attempt by an influential fund-raiser 
and Clinton friend to use his White House access on behalf of a 
potential business associate who could help his firm earn large 
sums of money . 

- Underwriting was the goal 

Lehman Brothers is competing against other U.S. investment 
banks for new chunks of the underwriting business in China for debt 
and equity securities. This year, the Chinese government has 
decided to allow about 40 Chinese companies to sell shares in Hong 
Kong or New York. Several large bond issues are expected as well. 

Green did not return a telephone call Friday, but in an 
interview in January he denied that he had anything to do with 
ar’-anging Wang's White House visit. 

In an interview last week in Beijing, Wang, 55, said he has had 
a long association with Lehman Brothers. 

"Lehman Brothers has always been an ia^ortant partner for 
CITIC,” Wang said. "They are working hard to become the lead 
underwriter for Chinese debt in the United States. Every time I 
Visit the United States, I meet with Lehman Brothers." 

Wang called the flap about his White House visit a 
misunderstanding, "I have a long-standing belief that no matter who 
becomes the U.S. president, when faced with a country as big as 
China, he will maintain good relations even If it Isn't consistent 
with his campaign slogans," Wang said. Therefore, funneiing money 
to either political party in the United States was unnecessary, he 
suggested. 

What has created the most questions about his February 1996 
visit to the United States has less to do with his role as chairman 
of the financial conglomerate CITIC and more to do with his 
chairmanship of the Poly Group, which was set up to act as the 
nation's arms trading company more than a decade ago. 

- Investigation target 
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Poly has been the target of an Investigation in San Francisco 
into the smuggling of Chinese-made AK-47s and semi-automatic 
weapons into the United States- The import of those weapons into 
the United States was made illegal by a measure President Clinton 
.-signed . 

"All the charges against Poly have no basis at all," Wang said. 

Wang blamed the smuggling operation on two former Poly employees 
who were let go long before the smuggling incident. Wang said the 
pair used the name of a Poly company that was supposed to be 
defunct. 

Wang said Poly in China was trying to cooperate with law 
enforcement officials by providing information. He said it was his 
understanding that a Chinese government investigation had led to 
the arrest of one person in Beijing. 

As Che chairman of CITIC, Wang reports directly to China's 
State Council. Founded at Che dawn of the late Deng Xiaoping's 
economic reform era as the government's window onto the capitalist 
world, CITIC was assigned the task of wooing foreign investors and 
guiding them through China's centrally planned economy, 

.nee then, CITIC has become a mammoth conglomerate, wiCh 
tentacles in virtually every type of business. It owns one of 
China's largest banks and has substantial minority stakes in myriad 
Chinese ventures: satellites, bridges, tunnels, accounting firms, 
law firms, pharmaceutical makers, department stores, automobile 
plants, a nd textile a nd chemic al manufacturers. _ 

^ ^ ^ - - - 

"I've been to many countries and met with many heads of state, 
none of which was requested by me," Wang said. And he is on Che 
list of many retired politicians who visit- China: He has received 
President Bush and former secretaries of state Henry Kissinger and 
Alexander Haig. He calls Kissinger a good friend. / 

"As for me, I don’t even get much involved in politics in 
China, let alone in the United States," Wang said. 

During a U.N. conference on women's rights in 1995 in Beijing, 

Wang said, he received an invitation from Hillary Rodham Clinton to 
attend a reception, but his schedule was fully booked. 

During his two-day visit last year to Washington, Wang also met 
with Commerce Secretary Ronald H. Brown, whom he had met once 
before in Hong Kong. Wang said they discussed CITIC* s relationship 
with the United States. 
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- CITIC helped with exports 

Through sales to ventures that CITIC partially owned, many O.S. 
manufacturers had exported products; Wang said one of Chose sales 
was the first of a U.S. product to china made with Export-Import 
Bank financing. "CITIC itself needs to buy a lot and also assists 
other companies to buy a lot of equipment in the United States," 
Wang said. 

Wang said he never sought out a meeting with Clinton, who he 
said was busy with budget negotiations, talks with state governors 
and a visit from a foreign head of state. Wang said that in 
addition to Lehman Brothers, he thought that Trie played a role in 
arranging the meeting. 

Wang said he obtained Trie's name from Ng Lap Seng, a Macao 
businessman who is in property development ventures with CITIC and 
who is also a business partner with Trie. 

Democratic National Committee spokeswoman Amy Weiss Tobe said 
Friday that it was Trie who asked whether Wang could attend the 
coffee . 

j the time for the meeting slipped from morning to afternoon, 
Wang suggested abandoning Che idea, he said. Finally it was set for 
6 p.m.; Wang delayed his flight to New York. 

'They said I was to meet Clinton. I couldn’t say no. There 
wasn't much to talk about. Just a brief handshake with Clinton," 
Wang said. Trie accompanied Wang to the meeting. Clinton asserted 
that the O.S. relationship with China might be the most important 
one for the United States. Wang, who speaks little English, agreed. 

The gathering itself was dominated by a general discussion of 
international finance. No one interviewed recalls Trie or Wang 
entering the discussion. 
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CHINESE OFFICIAL NO STRANGER TO VIPS FUNDRAISING PROBE'S KEY FIGURE CULTIVATED 

U.S. ESTABLISHMENT 
David Jackson, Washington Bureau. 

Wang Jun, a central figure in one of the most troubling 
episodes in the Democratic campaign finance controversy, is usually 
described as a shadowy gunrunner who slipped virtually unnoticed 
into a White House coffee reception with President Clinton. 

Yet the man who sipped coffee with Clinton as federal agents 
investigated one of his companies for allegedly smuggling 2,000 

inese semiautomatic rifles into the United States is far more 
^.ian an interloper who embarrassed an unwitting administration. 

Wang is chairman of the China International Trust & 

Investment Corp., or Citic, a $20 billion conglomerate that serves 
as chief investment arm of China's government and holds 
ministry-level status on the Chinese State Council. His business 
and personal interests quietly have entwined with those of some of 
America's most prominent commercial and political figures. 

For example, in transactions spearheaded by Clinton 
administration officials, Wang's government-controlled companies 
have received more than $200 million worth of financing from the 
U.S. Export-Import Bank, the federal agency created to back 
American overseas ventures. 

Citic is guided by the i3-member Citic International Advisory 
Council, which includes American executives such as former U.S. 

Secretary of State George Shultz and New York insurance magnate 
Maurice R. Greenberg, staunch Republicans who represent firms with 
substantial business interests in China. 

Similarly, Citic has forged partnerships with U.S. commercial 
titans including Westinghouse Electric Corp., Bechtel Enterprises 
■'■(C. and Chase Manhattan Corp- 
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The Chinese conglomerate's amazing growth has been fostered 
in part by U.S. trade and diplomatic officials. During 1996, for 
example, the U.S. consulate in Hong Kong sent 216 cables 
encouraging American executives to contact Citic as a potential 
partner in multibillion dollar Chinese infrastructure projects. 

Wang's aggressive networking on behalf of Citic has made him 
a central figure in the Justice Department's campaign finance 
investigation. Officials are seeking to determine if Wang's 
contacts played any role in what may be a multifaceted Chinese 
espionage campaign . 

FBI Director Louis Freeh told a Senate committee last week 
that the issue of Chinese espionage "is really the heart of" the 
campaign finance investigation. 

As federal agents investigate suspect activities of Wang's 
Citic conglomerate, a subtler story of Wang's foray into American 
politics can be discerned through his careful cultivation of 
Washington's political establishment. 

In April 1996, two months after his White House visit, Wang 

3 host at a Beijing dinner that included former President George 
t.ash and National Security Adviser Brent Scowcroft. 

Wang "seemed to be an affable person," recalled Scowcroft, 
who travels to China once or twice a year and advises American 
companies doing business there. 

"My recollection is he (Wang) did not" speak English, 

Scowcroft added. "Now that doesn't mean he doesn't, because a lot 
of them speak English and don't want to do it in front of 
foreigners . " 

Bush, who has made several visits to China since leaving 
office in 1992, said through a spokesman that he had no 
recollection of Wang Jun and no business relationship with Citic or 
any other Chinese company. 

Bush spoke at the dinner in the Chinese capital to express 
his belief that the U.S. -China relationship is the single most 
important bilateral relationship in the post-Cold War era, his 
spokesman Jim McGrath said. 

As Wang nurtured ties with prominent conservative business 
leaders, he gained access to the Clinton administration by using 
'ck-channel contacts, mainly Democratic fundraisers who since then 
.i.-dve been accused of improperly funneling contributions to the 
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party . 

Wang was brought to the White House coffee reception by Yah 
Lin "Charlie" Trie, a Little Rock restaurateur and friend of 
Clinton who used photos taken during his at least 38 White House 
visits to impress potential clients of an Asian trading firm he was 
launching . 

Trie solicited $645,000 in Democratic Party donations that 
have been returned because of questions about the money's origins 
and an additional $600,000 that has been returned by the Clintons' 

Whitewater legal defense fund. 

Another Citic executive. Vice President Jichun Huang, was 
brought to the White House in March 1995 by California computer 
developer Johnny Chien Chuen Chung, who gave $391,000 that has been 
returned by the Democratic Party. 

Federal government wiretaps indicate that Chinese Embassy 
officials planned as early as 1995 to funnel contributions to 
political parties as a way of gathering intelligence on — and 
possibly gaining influence over — White House and congressional 
^ 'icymakers. Federal agents warned seven lawmakers to beware of 
c..j.nese campaign donations that might be passed through 
intermediaries . 

U.S. law enforcement and intelligence officials involved in 
the investigation said China's espionage and lobbying operations 
focused on two broad goals; acquiring militarily sensitive U.S. 
technology for reproduction in China's state-run factories and 
dismantling the trade restrictions imposed by Washington as 
punishment for China's human rights abuses. 

If those were China's aims, the country's leaders found ready 
allies in Republican and conservative business leaders who were 
fighting to open doors to China's emerging markets. 

The fruits of Wang's labors were evident in an August 1994 
ceremony at China's Great Hall of the People, when then-Commerce 
Secretary Ron Brown presided over the signing of a contract between 
Westinghouse Electric and a Chinese company controlled by Citic. 

The Citic-controlled company was buying two Westinghouse 
generators for a coal-fired electrical plant on the Yangtze River 
about 150 miles west of Shanghai. 

To finance the purchase, the U.S. Export-Import Bank lent 
^-29 million to the Jiangsu Ligang Electric Power Co. Ltd., a firm 


Copr. © West 1997 No Claim to Orig. U.S. Govt. Works 



919 


3/23/97 CHICAGOTR 1 

f Publication page references are not available for this document.) 

controlled by Citic through coir^lex links with subsidiaries and 
holding companies, records filed with the bank show. 

Some 26 percent of the shares of Jiangsu Ligang were owned by 
a firm called Sunburst Energy Development Co., which is in turn 
wholly owned by Citic. Another 56 percent of shares were held by a 
subsidiary of Citic 's Hong Kong-listed investment vehicle, Citic 
Pacific . 

The U.S. government loan, made at a low 5.95 percent 
interest, was an obvious coup for the Citic-controlled power 
company. U.S. trade officials pushed the deal because the machinery 
contract created jobs at Westinghouse ' s North Carolina factories. 

At the signing ceremony. Brown called the outcome "a partnership in 
peace, in power, and in a future that is bright with the prospects 
of cooperation and commitment." 

In a smaller but similar deal, the bank in August 1993 had 
guaranteed a $72.5 million loan from a commercial bank to a Hong 
Kong telecommunications firm controlled by Citic, enabling that 
company to purchase a commercial satellite from a division of 
Martin Marietta. 

Citic was a co-guarantor of the bank loan to Asia Satellite 
Telecom Co. Ltd., or AsiaSat, in which Citic had a controlling 
interest. Founded in 1988, AsiaSat has forged deals with several 
American companies, including a March 1996 agreement with Hughes 
Space and Communications International of Los Angeles to build its 
third satellite, the AsiaSat 3, with a $220 million loan from a 
consortium of banks. 

Members of Citic's International Advisory Council, who help 
guide the company’s global commercial ventures, would offer few 
details of their involvement with the Chinese government-controlled 
conglomerate . 

Shultz said of the council's last gathering in Beijing in 
March 1996, for example, that it was "a rather interesting meeting, 
and I have another coming up, so that's about all there is to say 
about the advisory council," 

At the meeting, Shultz said, Citic's executives divulged few 
particulars of the conglomerate ' s operations. 

"They presented some information in broad strokes. You're 
talking about Citic in China now. That's not a publicly traded 
''rporation, " Shultz said. 
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Now a director of Bechtel Group Inc., the world’s largest 
engineering, power and defense construction company, and a director 
of its subsidiary Bechtel Enterprises Inc., Shultz has given more 
than $110,000 to Republican candidates since 1991. 

Shultz said he pays his own expenses when attending Citic 
meetings and has no "financial connection" to the Chinese 
conglomerate . 

"I just felt that since the Citic is basically a state-owned 
corporation that being an official member would not be appropriate 
for me," he said. 

While Shultz said he has no personal financial ties to Citic, 
Bechtel Enterprises and Citic in 1994 established a joint venture 
to transform the 31-square-kilometer Daxie Island into a major 
deep-water port that will serve central China. 

A $2.2 million cross-sea floating bridge to the island 
already has been opened for traffic, and more than a dozen 
transnational companies have invested $64.5 million to open plants 
and offices on the island where 20,000 fishers and farmers had 
^ 'rraerly lived, according to government-controlled Chinese news 
- ports. 

Shultz said the Daxie Island venture was "entirely separate" 
from his role on Citic 's advisory board. 

"Bechtel has had this little joint venture with Citic for 
some time," Shultz said. 

Advisory council member Maurice R. "Hank" Greenberg, chairman 
of the $28 billion, multinational insurance underwriter American 
International Group Inc., or AIG, declined through a spokesman to 
discuss his involvement with Citic. 

With a personal worth estimated at $800 million, Greenberg 
has given more than $120,000 to Republican politicians since 1991, 
federal election records show, and donated hundreds of thousands of 
dollars more to conservative charities like Robert J. Dole's Better 
America Foundation, to which he gave $100,000. 

After Greenberg lobbied Chinese officials during 36 trips, 

AIG in 1992 became the first foreign company allowed to set up shop 
to sell life insurance there; by 1995 the company’s 5,400 Chinese 
salespeople were writing some 55,000 new policies a month, 

•••■cording to industry reports. 
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Greenberg, who has lobbied U.S. officials on Chinese economic 
and trade issues, in 1994 established a $1.1 billion Asian 
Infrastructure Fund to encourage overseas investments into the 
Pacific Rim's highways, airports and power plants. Citic officers 
sit as advisers to that fund. 

Citic advisory council member Brian Mulroney, the former 
Canadian prime minister and leader of the conservative Tory 
political party, is now a private attorney with extensive 
international business ties. 

Mulroney sits on the advisory board of Bombardier Inc. 

Aerospace Group, an aircraft manufacturer that has through 
subsidiaries sold planes to China since 1977. In January, 

Bombardier agreed to sell China five corporate jets, worth $116 
million, by signing a contract with Wang’s Poly Technologies, the 
company whose U.S. president was indicted for smuggling the AK-47s. 

Mulroney said through an assistant that he does not grant 
interviews . 
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Mr. Fattah. Thank you. First and foremost, contrary to all of 
these statements that the President had a meeting with these peo- 
ple, there is nothing anywhere in the record to suggest that there 
was a meeting. They were in the audience when there was a radio 
address. They got a picture taken and they left. 

The President then said to his closest aide that he had some con- 
cerns about the appropriateness of their visit, which, therefore, got 
the two of you involved in an after-the-fact request as to whether 
or not the picture should he released. 

But I do want to note, since there seems to he such an interest 
in our interrelationships between the People’s Republic and par- 
ticularly these group of businesspeople, that if the committee is in- 
terested, maybe there are some other people who we could call in 
and ask, because they seem to have a lot of knowledge about how 
this corporation functions and particularly this gentleman. 

This is not something we dug up anywhere. These are articles 
that appeared and are available. I know the committee has a large 
staff, so I am sure that the majority has knowledge of these con- 
tacts, even as it attempts to infer some inappropriate behavior on 
behalf of the President, when everything suggests to the contrary, 
as based on this record, that this gentleman did nothing more than 
get his picture taken. But he is someone who has had extensive 
contacts and business relationships with major leaders in the ma- 
jority’s party. 

So I think that we would want to have a chance — he also had, 
at this dinner, the former National Security Adviser; Brent Scow- 
croft was also present, as reported in this Chicago Tribune article 
that was dated March 23, 1997. 

The other article from the Portland newspaper is dated March 
16. I want to ask you, because you are, to the best of my knowl- 
edge, the first person that has appeared before us who really has 
any knowledge about China to answer some questions about this 
Nation’s relationship, even though we continue to talk about the 
government as if it is a government that we have no ongoing rela- 
tionship with. 

Isn’t it true that for the last few decades we have had the pol- 
icy — the foreign policy of our Nation has been to reach out and to 
be involved in constructive engagement with the People’s Republic 
of China? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That is correct. 

Mr. Fattah. And isn’t it true that we allow free travel between 
citizens of our country, particularly American businessmen who, by 
the thousands, go to China, seeking and, in many cases, winning 
business over there? 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. That also is correct. 

Mr. Fattah. Because when the President of China came here 
and he came to my district. He signed a contract with Boeing for 
a few billion dollars. I didn’t notice anybody in the majority party 
jumping up and down about this relationship with the Communist 
Government of China. They were clapping and being pleased that 
there was going to be this business deal with the Boeing Corp. 

So the inference that is being drawn here, that any association, 
anything having to do with the People’s Republic of China having 
to do with the Clinton White House is somehow inappropriate, isn’t 



923 


that contrary to everything that has been done since President 
Nixon went to China and President Ford continued that relation- 
ship and President Carter, President Reagan and President Bush? 
Didn’t we continue to encourage, at almost every level, interactions 
with the People’s Republic of China, their Government, their citi- 
zens and their various institutions? 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. The policy of engagement with China has been 
consistent over the last several administrations, sir. 

Mr. Fattah. Can you help me then understand, even as the Con- 
gress voted to continue most-favored-nation status, and it is clear 
that these persons who were here and who got their picture taken 
with the President — and as you have indicated, you don’t have any 
reason to believe that the person who arranged this, Johnny 
Chung, was an agent of the Government in any way, is it the prac- 
tice of the People’s Republic of China, based on all of your studies 
and knowledge, that they would attempt to, as part of their activi- 
ties, interfere in the internal political workings of the United 
States? 

Mr. SUETTiNGER. I don’t really think I am in any way able to an- 
swer that question in the way that you would like it to be an- 
swered. 

Mr. Fattah. Just answer it truthfully. That is fine with me. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I am trying to be truthful, sir. It calls for a 
judgment that involves information that is classified. It calls for a 
judgment that requires study way beyond what I can do. 

Mr. Waxman. If the gentleman will yield, there were press re- 
ports that there might have been Chinese intelligence people or 
Government officials of some sort trying to look at how to influence 
Congress. There was never any report, that I saw in the press, that 
said they were trying to do something to influence the Presidential 
elections. 

Mr. Fattah. That is correct. But we won’t press in relationship 
to any classified information. Let’s just deal with what is obvious. 

Johnny Chung has been accused of essentially trying to use his 
relationship with important, powerful political figures to make 
money. Do you think that there may be a few other thousand peo- 
ple who come into this city who have relationships with political 
figures who, from time to time, are then known to try to make a 
buck? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I have to defer to others’ judgment on that, sir. 

Mr. Fattah. I want to thank you for your testimony. I thank the 
ranking member for yielding. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. Barr. 

Mr. Barr. During the time period that we are talking about 
here, that is, during 1995, what security clearances did each of you 
possess? 

Ms. Darby. I had a Top Secret SCI clearance. 

Mr. Barr. That means Top Secret Codeword? 

Ms. Darby. Yes. 

Mr. Barr. Mr. Suettinger. 

Mr. Suettinger. I have full clearances, sir. 

Mr. Barr. Top Secret Codeword? 

Mr. Suettinger. Yes. 
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Mr. Barr. And that entitles you to see a fairly wide range of 
classified materials maintained by our Government? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That is correct. 

Ms. Darby. Yes. 

Mr. Barr. Mr. Suettinger, would you please enumerate for me 
the number of countries in the world whose national security con- 
cerns and whose economic, political, diplomatic and military inter- 
ests coincide 100 percent with those of the United States at all 
times? 

Mr. Suettinger. Zero. 

Mr. Barr. Could you please enumerate for me the number of 
countries in the world that would have absolutely no interest what- 
soever at any time in making policies of this country more favor- 
able toward theirs? 

Mr. Suettinger. I am not sure I understand your use of the 
term making them “more favorable.” 

Mr. Barr. You can interpret it any way you like. What I am try- 
ing — my point is, and I would presume you — and tell me if you 
don’t. My point is, and I presume you would agree with me, that 
at some point in time every country with which we deal, or vir- 
tually every other country in the world, at some point in time has 
policy matters and interests that may differ from ours and for 
which they would like to see our policies change and become more 
favorable to what they would like to see and to coincide with their 
interests. Would that be fair to say? 

Mr. Suettinger. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Barr. It is essentially the nature of politics, Hans Morgen- 
thau wrote about it two generations ago, and it is the nature of na- 
tional sovereignty. 

In exhibit 198, if we could have that up again, please, you posed 
the question, “Who am I to complain?” I think you are a very ap- 
propriate person to complain, to be very honest with you. You have 
a very substantial background and understanding of foreign rela- 
tions. You have access to very important classified information of 
our Government that bears on the highest levels of international 
security. You have people, such as Ms. Brooke, who turn to you for 
guidance; and I think you have a very clear responsibility to the 
President, whoever that President is. And I know from your back- 
ground also that your interest in national security and in providing 
the unvarnished information and advice to the administration, the 
President, is not motivated by political concerns for one party or 
another; is that correct? 

Mr. Suettinger. That is correct. 

Mr. Barr. Therefore, I think that the answer to your question 
posed in that e-mail, “Who am I to complain?”, I think you are a 
very appropriate person to have complained. 

It isn’t so much that the other side indicates that all sorts of peo- 
ple want to have their picture taken with the President. We all 
know that. I apologize for your having to sit there and hear them 
endlessly go on and on about that. We also know that there are all 
sorts of people who try and get access to the President, and a num- 
ber of those succeed. That is not the point here either. 

My concern right at the moment does not really have anything 
to do with Mr. Johnny Chung either. It has to do with what seems 
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to be a complete lack of process and lack of safeguards in pro- 
tecting the President. And I may disagree with this President rath- 
er strenuously in a lot of areas, but I do think, as the leader of this 
country, he needs to be protected. He needs to have people like you 
complaining when it is appropriate. 

We have people who had gotten in to see the President, appar- 
ently without any background check whatsoever. Apparently. From 
Ms. Brooke’s testimony earlier, we may provide a slightly — we may 
provide a higher level of protection for people improperly getting in 
to the President for our citizens and foreign citizens, which strikes 
me as very, very odd. 

My point is, you say that who are you to concern, and then you 
go on to say, they seem to be bona fide Chinese officials. How were 
you able to reach that conclusion? It is my understanding that no 
checks were made on these people. 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. Well, let me say two things. 

One, I had at my — in my office a handbook, unclassified hand- 
book of Chinese officials. I found some but not all of the individuals 
on this list, as I explained before, in that book and was able to 
verify that either through that resource or from my own memory 
of the Chinese Government and its organizations that the individ- 
uals, or the organizations that they represented, were in fact bona 
fide organizations, noncriminal, not intelligence-related so far as I 
could determine. That is the basis of my judgment. 

If I may just say that my question in there which you referred 
to, the “Who am I to complain?” was entirely meant in sarcasm. 

Mr. Barr. Well, but then you didn’t complain really. I mean, I 
just think that the process that seems to have been in place at that 
time really ill served the President where people could get in to see 
him; and again, it is not a matter of everybody likes to get in to 
see the President and then may be doing something with those pic- 
tures. 

These were officials of a Communist Government whose national 
policy interests frequently don’t coincide with ours, and yet there 
seems to have been virtually no effort made. 

This isn’t necessarily your fault, Mr. Suettinger. I am talking 
about the process that seems to have been in place at that time, 
very similar to what Mr. Aldrich wrote about in Unlimited Access, 
that I think raises some very serious concerns. That is the reason 
that we are looking into this. 

It is not trivial. I think it goes to the heart of national security 
concerns of our country. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Cummings. 

Mr. Cummings. I, too, want to thank you all for being here today. 

Mr. Suettinger, I just want to ask you, you said a little bit earlier 
something that was very interesting. You said that when you 
looked at these folks who took the pictures with the President, you 
said — in answer to another question as to how high-ranking they 
may have been with regard to the Government of China, you said 
they were far below that. Those were your words. In other words, 
far below the President. 

Can you elaborate on that a little bit, please? 

Mr. Suettinger. The power structure 

Mr. Cummings. Do you recall? 
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Mr. SuETTiNGER. Yes, I do recall my answer. 

The power structure in China is one that places the party obvi- 
ously at the peak of the government structure. Also there is a sepa- 
rate but related structure of government, i.e., administrative of- 
fices, that take place. Since the beginning of what is called the re- 
form period of China, which is about 1980, there has been an effort 
to split off and to sort of, the proper term is not privatize, but at 
least separate the operations of organizations such as business or- 
ganizations or even, in some cases, ministries from the direct con- 
trol of the party, because it was found that that was not a particu- 
larly efficient way to do business. So some of these organizations 
that were formally established — CITIC grew out of that kind of a 
process, to allow enough leeway for these individuals and organiza- 
tions to make decisions that made sense in a business context and 
separate them from a political context. 

These individuals were — I would say the equivalent of people 
perhaps at the deputy assistant secretary level would be com- 
parable here, or perhaps even, in some cases, below that. They 
were not — they are not individuals who have significant political 
power or influence within the Chinese Government. They are peo- 
ple who are responsible for attracting business to China and for 
making sure that China receives investment from outside the coun- 
try. 

Mr. Cummings. I think Mr. Fattah was mentioning a little bit 
earlier about when the President of China came here and how a 
lot of people were — elected officials, and many of them in this Con- 
gress — very happy to see him because he was bringing business op- 
portunities to the United States. And I think Mr. Fattah mentioned 
Boeing in his district. 

I wonder, is this something very unusual, in other words, for for- 
eign governments to want to try to do business with the United 
States of America and its companies here? I am just curious. 

Mr. SUETTiNGER. My sense is, it is not unusual at all. 

Mr. Cummings. So I take it, when you went through the book, 
that you said you had some kind of document, a book in your office 
that basically gave you certain information about who some of 
these people may have been. Did you — looking at that book, did you 
get the impression that some of these folks were business people? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Yes, in the particular context of China’s busi- 
ness operation. 

Mr. Cummings. And so it didn’t strike you as odd that maybe 
these people, while going through Mr. Chung, this fellow who you 
called “The Hustler,” were perhaps looking for some possible busi- 
ness opportunities; is that correct? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That is correct. 

Mr. Cummings. And now, was that a concern of yours, the fact 
that maybe they may have been looking for some business opportu- 
nities? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Not particularly a concern except insofar as it 
was involving the President. 

Mr. Cummings. Let me ask you this. You used the word “hus- 
tler,” and it is a really interesting word. And I take it that you felt 
that this was someone who was trying to, I think, make himself out 
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to be — talking about Mr. Chung now — a lot more than what he 
was; is that right? 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. I used the term in the pool hall sense, sir. 

Mr. Cummings. I don’t know what you mean by that. 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. Somebody who may be doing something dif- 
ferent than what he appears to be doing at the outset and may 
have a private agenda that is not immediately evident. 

Mr. Cummings. So when you saw this, you wanted to make sure 
that your opinion was stated; is that correct? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That is correct. 

Mr. Cummings. And do you know whether anybody listened to 
your opinion or acted on your opinion? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Ms. Darby suggested that she had. 

Mr. Cummings. Ms. Darby, your job was basically to kind of do 
some screening; is that correct? Is that part of your job? 

Ms. Darby. Screening in terms of paperwork, yes. 

Mr. Cummings. And so when you were dealing with this issue, 
was there anything to cause you to feel that perhaps these were 
some fellows that were just looking for some business opportuni- 
ties? 

Ms. Darby. The impression I got from Bob’s response to my e- 
mail was that these were people who — or Johnny Chung, in par- 
ticular, might try to use the photograph to put up on his wall to 
show that he had access to the White House and is friends with 
the President. But that is something that a lot of people do, and 
so only in that context. 

Mr. Cummings. So you didn’t — so what you just said, that 
thought process that you just told us about, you didn’t find that to 
be anything unusual, in other words, that people would want to try 
to use a picture of the President to make themselves look good and 
perhaps have certain influence in certain circles that they might 
not normally have; is that correct? 

Ms. Darby. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Cummings. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. Horn. 

Mr. Horn. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. I am going to 
pursue some questions that concern Harry Wu. 

As I recall, Mr. Suettinger — and we have gone over this memo 
of April 7, 1995 quite a bit — ^you had some suspicions about Mr. 
Chung. I assume that you might recall that Irene Wu, who is a 
staff member of Mr. Chung’s firm, wrote a letter to Betty Currie, 
who is the secretary to the President, saying, “Please have Presi- 
dent Clinton write me,” this is write Johnny Chung, “a credential 
letter for my trip to China. I have enclosed a letter dated October 
3, 1994, which I cannot use for this trip because it is for Taiwan. 
Thank you very much for your help.” 

Do you recall that you were consulted at all when the Wu situa- 
tion of Harry Wu came up in relation to Mr. Chung? 

Mr. Suettinger. I was not. 

Mr. Horn. You don’t recall anything on that? 

Did you ever see the fax I just mentioned, which is exhibit 204? 
And 205 is a letter. That could have well come with the one from 
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Irene that would give Mr. Chung a glowing letter when he goes to 
China. 

And if you look at 206, we have on stationery, Bill Clinton, Octo- 
ber 3, 1994, to Mr. Chung, signed Bill, “Please let me extend my 
appreciation to you for your participation in my birthday celebra- 
tion with your family on August 2nd. Your outstanding support 
and dedication to this administration is benefiting Americans 
across the Nation. I also want to express to you how essential your 
role has been in helping to bridge our countries’ diverse commu- 
nities. Your efforts to open lines of communication between our ad- 
ministration and the Taiwanese-American community are very 
much appreciated. Again, thank you for your support, for a job well 
done.” 

Then we get to 207 in the exhibit list, which is Johnny Chung 
to Betty Currie, secretary to the President, reference letter from 
the Democratic National Committee, thank you. 

Now, here is the Democratic National Committee one: Dear — Mr. 
Johnny Chung, Chairman, CEO, Automated Intelligence Systems, 
so forth. “Dear Johnny, thank you for stopping by my office. I real- 
ly enjoyed meeting your guests. You are to be commended for your 
efforts to build a bridge between the people of China and the 
United States. I want to express my appreciation to you for being 
a friend and great supporter of the Democratic National Com- 
mittee. Good luck on your trip to China. Keep me informed.” 

Then we get to the White House memorandum of Janice Enright, 
Office of Chief of Staff, Mr. Panetta, to Anthony Lake, the National 
Security Advisor. That is exhibit No. 251, dated July 24, 1995. 

I received a telephone call this morning, says Janice Enright, 
from Bobby Watson, Chief of Staff, Democratic National Com- 
mittee, concerning the release of Harry Wu. Apparently Johnny 
Chung, a DNC trustee, is traveling with a group of people to 
China, meeting with the President of China this week. His mission 
is to negotiate the release of Harry Wu. 

Now, was the National Security Council and you, as an agent ex- 
pert there and a China expert, were they ever consulted that John- 
ny Chung was interested in a mission to China to help Harry Wu? 

[Exhibits 204, 205, 206, 207, 208, and 215 follow:] 
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July 25. 1995 


Mr. Johnny Chung 
Chairman/CEO 

Automated InteUigent Systems. Inc. 

2771 Plaza Del Amo, #S09 
Tonrance. CA 90503 

Dear Johnny, 

It was good seeing you again last week. I want to thank you for the essential role you play in bridgino 
our diverse communities and your help with my Administrtion. Your efforts in helping to open 
communications between China and the United States are much appreciated. 

Congratulations on a job well done. 


Sincerely, 
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BILL CLINTON 


October .1. IW 


Joluuiy Clumy 
Chairtnnri/CEO 

Auffiinntcd Systems. Inc. 

277J PJar.a Dei Arno 
Suite 809 

'rorrance, Cniifurnia 90503 
Dear Jofniny; 

Please let me extend jny appreciation to you for your parlidpalion in my 
birthday celebration with your fotnlJy on August 2nd. Your outstanding 
supfjori and dedication to this Administration is benefiting Americans 
across the ttalion. 

I al.so wnnt to express (o you how essential your role itas been in helping to 
bridge our enuniry’ diverse cotfimunitics. Your efforts to open lines of 
comniuiiicalioii between our Administration and the Taiwanese Amcricun 
community arc much appreciated. 

Again, llumk you for your support and for a job well done. 


.Sincerely, 
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DuaiJd L. Fowit-r ChH»toi>JtcrJ. L' 

Nalumai Chair C. 


July2i, 1995 


Mr. Johnny Chung 
Chairman/CEO 

Automated Intelligent Systems, Inc. 

2771 PLazsDel Amo. #809 
Torranoe, CA 90503 

Dear Johnny; 

Thank you for stopping by my office; I really wsjoyed meeting your guests. You are to be 
comincaried for your efforts to build a bridge between the people of China and the United 
States. I want to express chy appreciation to you for being a ^end and a great supporter 

ofthcDNC. 

Good luck on your trip to China and please keep me informed. Thank you. 


Sincerely, 



Donald L. Fowler 


DLF/acd 
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Mr. SUETTINGER. The “they” being? I am sorry. 

Mr. Horn. Was the NSC staff 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. No, it was not. 

Mr. Horn. You don’t recall this then. 

Now, what it says here is, Mr. Watson wanted to alert us that 
Mr. Chung plans to represent to the President of China that he is 
sanctioned by President Clinton in his efforts to get Mr. Wu re- 
leased. He bases this representation on the fact that he recently 
saw the President during his trip to California, mentioned it to 
him, I believe, in a photo line, what he was doing in this regard. 
Apparently the President was supportive. To that extent, it is un- 
clear, but nevertheless it is being construed as a validation that he 
will be the representative that way to the President of China. 

Then we have a July 31, 1995, memorandum from you to An- 
thony Lake. That is exhibit 252. And you say, re the Democratic 
National Committee trustee, Johnny Chung, and the Harry Wu 
case, this memorandum also covers a response to package 5908 re- 
quest for Presidential credentials letter for Johnny Chung. Memo 
from Leon Panetta’s office — and then you give a tab A there on 
Chung — and his intent to try to get Harry Wu released is very 
troubling, in part because I was not able to contact the Democratic 
National Committee in time to get them to discourage Chung from 
involving himself in this diplomatically difficult, high-stakes issue. 

Does that ring any memories 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Of course. 

Mr. Horn [continuing]. With you at all? 

How did you feel about that? Were you happy? Were you dis- 
pleased, et cetera? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I was quite concerned. 

Mr. Horn. And what were your reasons for concern? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. My reasons were, as I indicated before, that I 
was concerned that an effort that had been ongoing since Mr. Wu’s 
arrest, to get him released in the quickest and most appropriate 
way, might have been compromised or might have confused the 
Chinese Government by the intervention of Mr. Chung. And I 
thought that the DNC credentials letter was even more than I 
would have liked him to have in terms of his own travel to China. 

Mr. Horn. Well, when they had that letter that just has “Bill 
Clinton” at the top of the stationery, was that ever discussed by the 
staff of the NSC, that is October 3, 1994, and that’s just really, 
thanks; I assume that came out of the Democratic National Com- 
mittee, but I am not positive. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I don’t know the origin of the document, sir. 

Mr. Horn. Really a political letter. Anyhow, you say here in this 
July 31st memo, I believe Chung means well, something of a self- 
appointed Ambassador of goodwill. 

Now, what did Mr. Lake do about that? 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman’s time has expired. We will let him 
answer the question. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Mr. Lake called me later on in the evening 
after he received that package, that memorandum from the — and 
asked if it was my view that we should try to contact either Mr. 
Chung or the United States Embassy in Beijing to try and forestall 
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or prevent Mr. Chung from engaging in any efforts on that sup- 
posed mission. 

I replied that I didn’t know where he was, I didn’t know when 
he was going to arrive. I indicated that I doubted that he would 
see the President of China, and that it would be very difficult and 
might even further complicate efforts if we made strong efforts to 
try and prevent him from seeing anybody. So I thought there was 
probably little we could do. 

Mr. Horn. I thank you. We might pursue some more of this 
later, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Kanjorski. 

Mr. Kanjorski. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

I just listened, Mr. Suettinger, to your comments. And it strikes 
me that you seem to be a man who believes in doing everything 
through the normal order of things. There is a book of procedure 
and you follow the process; is that correct? 

Mr. Suettinger. I try to be. 

Mr. Kanjorski. Have you dealt in political life as a nonprofes- 
sional? What did you do before you were at the NSC? 

Mr. Suettinger. Before I went to the NSC, I worked at the Na- 
tional Intelligence Council, and prior to that, the Central Intel- 
ligence Agency. 

Mr. Kanjorski. But you haven’t really been in politics, have you? 

Mr. Suettinger. No, sir. 

Mr. Kanjorski. Would you be surprised to know that Members 
of Congress occasionally will arrange visits, private visits with 
heads of state from around the world through their own commu- 
nications without having any contact through the State Depart- 
ment or the embassy in the area or anybody but private-sector in- 
dividuals? 

Mr. Suettinger. I am aware that that has happened. 

Mr. Kanjorski. Why would you assume that an American of Tai- 
wanese ancestry, doing business and having quite a promotion — I 
am impressed with Mr. Chung’s promotion — may not just convince 
some high-ranking officials and political operatives in China that 
if this would affect business in some way, this is something that 
should be handled? 

Why would you conclude that that would not be strong or a pos- 
sibility? 

Mr. Suettinger. I am not sure I understand the thrust of your 
question, sir. 

Mr. Kanjorski. Well, I know that some members of the com- 
mittee are shocked and think that it is impossible, what Mr. Chung 
may have done or could have done to have an impact. But I have 
seen that type of impact occur between private individuals and po- 
litical individuals of other countries in dealing with very touchy 
questions. I could give you a perfect example myself 

Mr. Suettinger. Are you speaking of the Harry Wu case? 

Mr. Kanjorski. Yes, I am talking of the Harry Wu case. 

It wouldn’t seem unreasonable to me that if a well-connected, ac- 
tive American-Chinese businessman sat down with someone in the 
hierarchy of the Chinese Government or the business community 
and said you are really making it very difficult for us to try and 
develop business relationships here because you have this political 
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prisoner and the people in the bureaucracy don’t seem to be paying 
attention or sensitive to the problem; and I am telling you as a 
businessman that this is — we don’t know what your political prob- 
lems are, but as a businessman, you are causing us a disconnect 
here. 

Wouldn’t that be a reasonable thing to happen? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Certainly there are circumstances in which that 
might be true. 

My concern in this particular case was, one, that Mr. Chung 
seemed to have indicated that he was going to represent himself 
as somebody on a mission from the President, which was certainly 
not the case. It was also the case that Mr. Chung did not know 
what the administration had been doing to try to gain Mr. Wu’s re- 
lease, and his idea of what was appropriate might not be at all con- 
sistent with ours. 

Mr. Kanjorski. What if in fact he wasn’t trying to really rep- 
resent himself as an emissary from the President, but merely that 
he knew the President, or was a friend of President, quote, “friend 
of the President”? Would you still try to stop him, or do you think 
he would have no impact? 

Let me give you an example. I referred to it earlier. Right after 
the Polish situation I was on a CODEL, an official congressional 
trip to Eastern Europe. The Members of that CODEL wanted to 
have an opportunity to meet with the political leadership, the head 
of Solidarity, Lech Walesa. At that time he was an unofficial, 
unelected individual in Poland and attempting to consolidate polit- 
ical influence. And regardless of how they tried, they couldn’t get 
an audience with him. 

I happened to know a friend. There was a businessman who has 
since become an American citizen, and he knew Lech Walesa, or 
anyway he purported to know him to me. And so since I was going 
to be over there, I said, I would like to try and have a meeting with 
him. This is the same individual who said, look, if you ever go to 
Rome, I would like to take you to meet the Pope. I didn’t go to 
Rome and I didn’t think I would get in to see the Pope that easily. 

But I happened to call this fellow just by chance, and I said, look, 
I am going to be in Europe and let’s break away from this trip for 
a day. I would like to fly up to Gdansk and have a meeting. 

He called me back in 25 minutes and he said, you arrive at the 
airport, the car will pick you up, they will take you to Solidarity 
headquarters, and the leader will be at your disposal for any num- 
ber of hours. You can select a group of four people, which I did, an- 
other Member of Congress and myself. We flew into Gdansk and 
we spent a very enlightened 4 hours with Lech Walesa. 

The Ambassador to Poland couldn’t get us there. The State De- 
partment, Secretary of State, couldn’t get us there, and no one in 
the Congress of the United States could get us there. 

Now, that is a personal experience I have had. I told the story 
about the Pope — since that time, many of my friends have taken 
up this friend and, by golly, they do go and spend time with the 
Pope. 

So people in private life do sometimes have connections or ap- 
pearances of being able to still the waters. There is a sequence here 
that you can say is coincidental, could be a seizure of opportunity. 
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someone trying to get in on a good thing, taking advantage, be- 
cause we are dealing with someone here that, quote, is “a pro- 
moter,” but there is also an outside possibility that the Chinese 
Government and Chinese business community would take more 
stock in something a Chinese-American businessman would be tell- 
ing them than all officialdom, who they are dealing with on a reg- 
ular basis and may not be impressed with. 

Haven’t you had those experiences down there? 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. I readily concede the point that unofficial and 
informal communications can sometimes have a very beneficial ef- 
fect on the development of relations. In this particular instance, I 
was not persuaded that Mr. Chung was operating on the same 
wavelength as the rest of us, that he fully understood the com- 
plexity and nuance of American policy or that, indeed, he had been 
given such a mission by the President. And so I thought it was ap- 
propriate for me to raise a warning flag for Mr. Lake, and that is 
what I did. 

Mr. Burton. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. Kanjorski. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. McHugh. 

Mr. McHugh. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I just wanted to followup on a couple of comments you made ear- 
lier. In response to some of the questions, you said that you did not 
know that Johnny Chung was an agent of the Communist Govern- 
ment, true? Both of you, I believe, said that. 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. I have no basis on which to make such a judg- 
ment. 

Mr. McHugh. Ms. Darby, you said that as well. Do you have any 
basis on which to say he is not an agent? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Similarly, no. 

Ms. Darby. Nothing. 

Mr. McHugh. Mr. Suettinger, you defined a “hustler,” I think, 
very appropriately, someone who has an agenda that may not be 
readily apparent. Did I hear you correctly? 

Mr. Suettinger. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McHugh. Did you have an opportunity or cause to speculate 
as to what Mr. Chunks hidden agenda might be? 

Mr. Suettinger. I did not have any specific indications of his 
agenda other than, as I outlined it in the e-mail, which was based 
on an earlier conversation. 

Mr. McHugh. In that e-mail, you made the comment that you 
felt that the President might not wish to be associated with some 
of these business undertakings; do you recall that statement? 

Mr. Suettinger. Yes, I do. 

Mr. McHugh. What speculation were you assessing there? How 
did you come to that judgment and what kinds of business under- 
takings were you concerned might not be appropriate for the Presi- 
dent to be associated with? 

Mr. Suettinger. It was really a generic kind of comment on my 
part. As I indicated earlier in the e-mail, I was concerned that Mr. 
Chung would do this repeatedly and would bring a series, a se- 
quence of individuals in to see the President. And I certainly had 
no confidence that we would be able to verify that all of them were 
bona fide officials or engaged in legitimate business operations. 
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I was just concerned with protecting the President from future 
problems that might exist because of the association with Mr. 
Chung. 

Mr. McHugh. So you were concerned where the situation might 
lead rather than where you could definitively say it was at that 
moment? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That is correct. 

Mr. McHugh. OK. Earlier you talked about the recent separa- 
tion in mainland China, the PRC, between the structure of the po- 
litical party and the business side of the society, trying to provide 
the business undertakings with a certain freedom from the political 
apparatus; is that correct? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Yes. 

Mr. McHugh. Is my understanding correct, however, that ulti- 
mately it all does come back to the party, that indeed any indige- 
nous Chinese business undertaking not only is concerned but ulti- 
mately responsible to the political structure? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I think, as a general statement, yes, that is cor- 
rect. 

Mr. McHugh. Thank you. 

Ms. Darby, how long were you at NSC? 

Ms. Darby. From February 1993 until August 1995. 

Mr. McHugh. During your time there, how many opportunities 
did you have to do a vet such as this, where you were asked to look 
over a particular — appropriate individuals and make a rec- 
ommendation as to whether or not the President should be associ- 
ated in this instance with the pictures? 

Ms. Darby. This situation, I don’t recall ever having a similar 
counterpart during my tenure at the NSC. Again, this was an 
after-the-fact request for guidance and the standard practice was 
that we were consulted prior to any events like this taking place. 
As I said earlier, my contacts with the President’s office where sen- 
ior White House staff would have been maybe four to eight times 
a month maybe. It is really hard to say. It varied a lot. 

Mr. McHugh. Were your recommendations generally accepted? 

Ms. Darby. I wouldn’t say in particular that they were my rec- 
ommendations. I was not a policy specialist at the NSC. I relied on 
the guidance of the policy staff of the NSC, and if something re- 
quired a real policy decision, I would refer it to Nancy Soderberg 
or another senior person on the staff. 

Mr. McHugh. You made a recommendation in this case? 

Ms. Darby. It was more of a personal recommendation rather 
than — there were no real foreign policy concerns that I could see. 
Johnny Chung did not appear, from Bob Suettinger’s e-mail, to 
pose a national security risk, so it really wasn’t so much a question 
of whether, for foreign policy reasons, they should not be delivered. 

Mr. McHugh. Was this the first time you had to make a per- 
sonal recommendation during your time there? 

Ms. Darby. I really don’t recall. 

Mr. McHugh. Do you have any observations about this case 
where your personal recommendation was not apparently observed? 

Ms. Darby. About this case? 

Mr. McHugh. Yes. 
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Ms. Darby. I do not know what the disposition of the photos was, 
so I really couldn’t comment. 

Mr. McHugh. I see. 

I have a very brief amount of time left. Mr. Suettinger, let me 
return to you very briefly. There seems to be a lot of concern about 
the situation where people you described as free-lancers go out and 
undertake certain missions unto themselves. I think we would all 
agree that that does happen very frequently, whether they are offi- 
cials of Government or whether they are private business people. 
But I believe I am hearing you say, at least from your perspective, 
this one was of particular concern and somewhat unusual in that 
it was a national political party providing a letter of introduction 
or at least some form of credential. 

Did I hear you correctly, listing that as an unusual concern on 
your part? 

Mr. Suettinger. I was concerned that there was a credential in 
the form of a letter from the DNC. 

Mr. McHugh. I see my time has expired. Thank you, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Fattah. 

Mr. Fattah. Mr. Chairman, I think we have exhausted our 5 
minutes on the first round. You still have a Member who has not 
yet used their first round. 

Mr. Burton. You also have 5 minutes, even though you spoke 
during the 30 minute round. 

Mr. Fattah. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, if you insist. 

Let me proceed forward on this. I do want to say that, notwith- 
standing our legitimate interactions, I think that — there is one 
issue that I think that we could share in and that is that this com- 
mittee, even though it has spent a few million dollars in the begin- 
ning of its investigation, we have a number of intelligence agencies 
and law enforcement agencies that have multibillion dollar budg- 
ets. And if there is information that the FBI or the CIA or the Na- 
tional Security Agency or anyone has that could be useful to the 
purposes that the chairman has outlined in terms of trying to filter 
out whether or not there was foreign — illegal foreign activities vis- 
a-vis our election, that information should be brought forward. 

Plus it might help us that if, with all of their ability, they 
haven’t found anything, then maybe we could put this to rest soon- 
er rather than later. So either way, it may be of some use. 

I do want to get to the point that was raised, and that is that 
under questioning from the gentleman from Georgia, he got you to 
admit that at all times there are foreign governments who from 
time to time might have or may want us to have a different view- 
point about a certain matter; and they have very legitimate and ap- 
propriate ways in which they can communicate their viewpoints to 
our Government. 

I guess the question really is, under this investigation, we are 
trying to determine, since there have been allegations made that 
the Chinese Government wanted to influence Members of Con- 
gress, they were concerned about these votes on the most-favored- 
nation, or whatever the case may be, or their relationships gen- 
erally with the Congress that they wanted to have an impact. 
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In terms of this matter with the photos and with Johnny Chung, 
is there any information that somehow this had something to do 
with the People’s Republic of China, either legally or illegally or in- 
appropriately trying to influence the Congress of the United 
States? 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. With all due respect. Congressman, your ques- 
tion takes me somewhat beyond the scope of what I have been 
asked to testify about. 

The simple answer to your last question is, I have no way of 
knowing. 

Mr. Fattah. ok. Well, I have no way of knowing either, because 
we are really hung up on the fact that these gentlemen got into 
this radio address and that they got in through Johnny Chung’s 
entre, through the DNC, and that they got a picture taken. 

And then there is a lot of question what happened to the pic- 
ture — whether they got the picture, whether they didn’t — and we 
have been going back over this for at least 2 days now. We are not 
even clear whether or not the pictures were ever released to the 
gentlemen involved. But it doesn’t seem to me to have anything to 
do with the central question of our investigation. 

So I realize that you may be at a loss, but I am also at a loss. 
It may be useful, I guess, to just run through it one more time. 

You had nothing to do, Ms. Darby, with approving these gentle- 
men to go into the radio address? 

Ms. Darby. No, I did not. 

Mr. Fattah. You were not present at the radio address? 

Ms. Darby. No, I was not. 

Mr. Fattah. Your only responsibility in this matter was that you 
were asked by Ms. Crawford whether or not since the President 
had raised a concern whether or not these photos should actually 
be released, and you said, look, we have a lot of other important 
things to do around here. Why don’t you err on the side of caution 
and not release the photos? And you sent a memo that said, look, 
you don’t see any lasting harm in the photos being released and 
neither one of you have any idea what the actual disposition of the 
photos is at this time; is that correct? 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. That is correct. 

Ms. Darby. That’s correct. 

Mr. Fattah. I want to thank you for your presence here today. 
I want to thank the chairman for yielding me our due 5 minutes. 
We will not even use it all. We yield it back. 

Mr. Burton. Thank you, Mr. Fattah. 

Mr. Souder. 

Mr. Souder. Yesterday in the testimony we heard from Nancy 
Hernreich that apparently at least one of the photos was released. 
Does that bother you, Ms. Darby? 

Ms. Darby. I was not aware that there was more than one photo. 
It doesn’t bother me. As I say, I don’t think there were foreign pol- 
icy implications that Bob made me aware of in this e-mail about 
the photos being released. 

Mr. Souder. Is it typical that when you would express caution 
and suggest that it might not be wise to release them that the 
White House would release them anyway? 
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Ms. Darby. I really have no idea. I didn’t usually, I didn’t get 
followup information on whether they took my advice or not, but 
again generally it was not my advice as an NSC foreign policy spe- 
cialist. 

Mr. SOUDER. Well, it was certainly Mr. Suettinger’s e-mail, as 
well, expressing concerns. Do you know very many other times that 
you may have expressed concerns regarding certain photos at the 
White House? 

Ms. Darby. I don’t recall any other specific incident, sir. 

Mr. SouDER. So this may be in-fact the only case where you ex- 
pressed concern to the White House about a photo and they didn’t 
listen? 

Ms. Darby. I am not sure that they didn’t listen. 

Mr. SouDER. If indeed the testimony yesterday was accurate that 
at least one photo has been released, then they didn’t follow your 
caution at least. Would that not be a fair statement? 

Ms. Darby. Again, it was my personal caution. It was not based 
on any foreign policy implications I saw in turning the photograph 
over. 

Mr. SoUDER. I wanted to ask you one other question as well. 
Clearly, there was a kind of a flurry of activity here around April 
7 because Mr. Chung was coming in. Had they requested this ear- 
lier, an opinion from your office? Was it sitting on a desk among 
other requests, or why was this almost a month later? 

Ms. Darby. I am not aware of any other request relating to this 
other than the one that we have been discussing and is reflected 
in this e-mail. But I think the sense of urgency was probably be- 
cause the photographs take several weeks to be developed and they 
probably had just been developed and Johnny Chung was coming 
in the following day to pick them up. 

Mr. SoUDER. So you are saying it isn’t correct that the White 
House contacted you right after the photo to do a background check 
about releasing it? There was certainly the implication under testi- 
mony here that there was an immediate contact to your office rath- 
er than a delay of almost a month. 

Ms. Darby. There wasn’t a contact that I am aware of, no. 

Mr. SoUDER. Thank you. 

Mr. Suettinger, I think your e-mail was, which is exhibit 198, 
was very informative. In other words, you said you didn’t have any 
direct evidence, but you expressed future concerns, which I would 
hope that any White House would take seriously, coming from the 
National Security Council. 

One of the statements that you made to Mr. McHugh is that 
while you didn’t have any evidence that these people were agents, 
you didn’t have any evidence that necessarily they weren’t. I heard 
you say earlier, too, that you felt they were relatively low level or 
less powerful. Wouldn’t it be true that if somebody wanted to try 
to start to influence a system that in fact if they would have sent 
more powerful people or people who had more of a history that, in 
fact, you would have caught them, and wouldn’t that argue not 
that they are but that this is one way you could do it? In other 
words, it would have flagged your system, had they been higher up. 
Why would that argument not be a concern as well? 
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Mr. SuETTiNGER. I am really not in a position to speculate about 
whether there was a conspiracy afoot in this case to utilize a photo 
opportunity toward broader purposes. My understanding is, I an- 
swered the e-mail, was that there was no national security concern 
with regard to the individuals involved and that remains my view. 

Mr. SOUDER. My point, however, is that had they had a record 
or been more influential, you might have said definitely, no, to the 
photos? 

Mr. SUETTiNGER. I was not in a position — I see, I am sorry. I 
misunderstood you. It is very difficult for me to speculate on what 
might have taken place had circumstances been different. I re- 
sponded to the circumstances as I understood them at the time. 

Mr. SouDER. Isn’t that what your e-mail does? It is speculation. 
You say that there could be other individuals, there may be times, 
would be ones the President would support. You were concerned 
about how this could not only go long-term with Johnny Chung, 
but how this process could be misused. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. My concern was really in making sure that the 
President was protected more from kind of perhaps shady business 
deals than from an effort to influence his opinion in any way, shape 
or form. 

Mr. SoUDER. Don’t you think that when they contacted your of- 
fice they were concerned about national security things, not just 
whether or not they were 

Mr. SUETTINGER. You mean when Mr. Chung contacted my of- 
fice? 

Mr. SouDER. When the White House asked about using these pic- 
tures, do you think they were asking you whether or not you — they 
wanted your advice on how business deals were going, or do you 
think they were asking your advice on national security matters? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I really can’t speculate on what prompted them 
to raise the concern or in what context. I responded to the question 
again, as I indicated earlier, from a national security perspective. 
But in my comments vis-a-vis Mr. Chung, I was really thinking 
more of repeat performances that might have a different cast of 
characters. 

Mr. SoUDER. Do you get questions about businessmen on a rou- 
tine basis on most of the requests that come to you related to na- 
tional security? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. There have not been that many. You are refer- 
ring to requests for vetting? 

Mr. SouDER. Yes. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. Most of them involve individuals who are not 
known to be Government officials. In other words, they would be 
more businessmen and private individuals, academics and so forth. 

Mr. SoUDER. But you are vetting for national security, not for 
hustling? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. That is correct. 

Mr. SouDER. Because, and it is not — it is hard to be in the posi- 
tion of not wanting to question an individual’s integrity, yet based 
on what we saw this morning that, in fact, we do have agents of 
influence trying to influence things and that some of that informa- 
tion was withheld. We need to be as aggressive as possible in ask- 
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ing some of these questions and laying this out as this hearing goes 
through. 

I yield back. 

Mr. Burton. The time of the gentleman has expired. Mr. Wax- 
man is the next. 

Mr. Fattah. If the gentleman will yield, I just wanted to correct 
the record. I think the gentleman mistakenly misspoke in that the 
testimony yesterday from Mrs. Hernreich was not that the photos 
had been released. In fact, her testimony several times yesterday 
was that she was not at all, it was not at all her belief that the 
photos were ever released. She did not even acknowledge that they 
had been released. I just wanted to correct the record as to whether 
or not these photos were ever released and we are going to con- 
tinue to search for the truth in this regard. 

Mr. SOUDER. My understanding was one photo. If I said photos, 
it was a mistake. One photo. 

Mr. Waxman. Reclaiming my time, just also for the record, the 
only thing that we had in the newspaper today was that the FBI 
didn’t give some information to this committee, and I think it is a 
big leap from that to say that we learned about spying because we 
didn’t learn about that. We may, but no one knows that at this 
point. So we don’t know whether the photos were ever released. We 
do know Mr. Suettinger was asked whether they should be released 
and he said he didn’t think any lasting damage would be done to 
U.S. foreign policy if they were released to Johnny Chung. I want 
to yield the balance of my time to Mr. Cummings. 

Mr. Cummings. Thank you very much, Mr. Waxman. 

First of all, let me take a moment. This hearing, I think, will be 
winding down very shortly, but I want to thank you both for your 
service to the United States of America. I know that this is not the 
most pleasant situation for you. But I think you symbolize the very 
best that America has to offer. I do mean that. It was just, someone 
just said a few minutes ago, Mr. Suettinger, that you were a per- 
son, I think it was Mr. Kanjorski who said that you were a person 
that went by the books. And I think the same thing can be said 
of you, Ms. Darby. I just want to thank you on behalf of all of us. 
I am sorry that you have to go through this, but this is, I guess, 
a part of the process. 

Mr. Suettinger, I want to also say to you that I really admire you 
for your ability to kind of figure out who is a hustler and who is 
not. It is interesting that Mr. Chung is an equal opportunity hus- 
tler. Because he has a book, I don’t know if you have seen this doc- 
ument. But it is automated, it is called Automated Intelligence Sys- 
tems, Inc. I think this was his corporation. Have you seen this? It 
is a brochure. 

Mr. Suettinger. I have not, sir. 

Mr. Cummings. I think your worst fears about what a hustler 
does is epitomized in this document because he not only has pic- 
tures of him, it is full of pictures, by the way, and he not only has 
pictures of him and the President, but he has a picture of him and 
our illustrious Speaker of the House, Newt Gingrich. He has a pic- 
ture of him and the Governor of California, Pete Wilson. He has 
a picture here of he and the majority leader, former majority leader 
and former Presidential Republican Candidate Bob Dole. So he 
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really made sure that he did exactly — and I admire you for figuring 
this out, that this guy was a hustler, equal opportunity. It is very 
interesting. 

I also want to note something else. I was wondering, exhibit 215, 
are you familiar with this? This is a document which is apparently 
from, it is dated November 22, 1995. It is apparently to a Lori 
Weiner from a Kathleen Hennessey. I take it that this is from the 
photography shop in the White House. Are you familiar with that 
document? 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. I have not seen this document before, sir. 

Mr. Cummings. Let me just read it. It says, “as of 11/22/95, per 
Bob McNeely,” do you know who that is? 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I do not. 

Mr. Cummings. “We will not honor requests from Johnny Chung. 
He has been CEO of this corporation. He has been improperly 
using the photo of the business people and the President. Bob sug- 
gests telling him the photos were ordered and sent out and cannot 
be reordered. He has been asking through the west wing office, but 
he might find our office at some point. Thanks, Kathleen.” 

So again, I go back to your fears and your concerns. It appears 
that the photo office in the White House, again, later on, found a 
way to kind of block this hustler that you talked about. Yesterday 
it was brought up, I don’t know whether you reviewed the testi- 
mony yesterday on C-SPAN, but it is also interesting to go back 
to this whole question of the equal opportunity hustler. 

In a letter dated April 6, 1994, but from all people, the Governor 
of the State of California, Pete Wilson. I just want to reiterate it 
so that the record will be clear that he not only was trying to pimp 
the President, but he was trying to also do the same thing with Mr. 
Wilson, Governor Wilson. I just want this, again, to be reiterated. 

It is addressed to Mr. Chung. It says. 

Dear Mr. Chung: It is my understanding that you have been nominated as entre- 
preneur of the year. Congratulations. It is a well-deserved recognition. My commu- 
nications and press offices inform me that you and your team have performed in 
an outstanding manner. Your good work in turn has enabled my office to serve the 
people of California effectively and efficiently, especially during California’s recent 
disasters. Again, you have my appreciation for a job well done. 

And that is signed by the Governor of the great State of Cali- 
fornia, Pete Wilson. So again, I know that it may sound like there 
was a little bit of sarcasm, but I do admire both of you for what 
you have done. I thank you for being the good employees that you 
have been for the United States of America and, again, on behalf 
of all of us, I thank you for your testimony today. I yield back to 
the ranking member. 

Mr. Waxman. I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. Burton. The gentleman yields back the balance of his time. 
I have the last 5 minutes and I will yield my time to Mr. Barr. 

Mr. Barr. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. There is a major dif- 
ference, just for the record, between what was just stated with re- 
gard to the Governor, former Governor, whatever, of California. He 
was not the recipient of $3 or $400,000 in Mr. Chung’s largess. 
That makes a big difference. 



946 


Going back to SINOPEC, this is not a small corporation, is it, 
Mr. Suettinger? Is it not the fourth largest petrochemical company 
in the world? 

Mr. Suettinger. If that is information that you have derived 
from other sources, I have no means — I mean it is a large — it is 
a large state entity. 

Mr. Barr. Commercial entity, dealing in the billions of dollars? 
Dealing in the billions of dollars? 

Mr. Suettinger. I would assume so. The oil business does make 
lots of money. 

Mr. Barr. You can assume that since particularly in October 
1997 SINOPEC announced an agreement with Exxon and 
ARAMCO for a joint feasibility study for a refinery and petro- 
chemical complex in east China’s coastal Province of Fukien, which 
will involve a total investment of $3 billion. So somewhere along 
the line SINOPEC has done real well. 

SINOPEC was, as you all may or may not know, the corporation 
that wanted the meeting with Energy Secretary O’Leary at which 
time Mr. Chung was directed to contribute $25,000 so that that 
meeting could take place, that $25,000 was given to Africare, Ms. 
O’Leary’s favorite charity, at her direction, picked up by an em- 
ployee of the Energy Department. 

So there is a lot more at stake here than just a two bit hustler 
and a few photographs. There are billions of dollars at stake here 
and the national security interests of at least two of the major pow- 
ers of the world, the United States and China, and also Saudi Ara- 
bia. That was also part of what SINOPEC was after. 

So it still leads me to scratch my head and figure out why no red 
lights went off. I know that the e-mails we have been talking about 
here postdate by a month the meeting at the White House, but we 
now know that there was an awful lot that took place subsequent 
to that such as the payment at the direction of Ms. O’Leary, a 
number of other efforts by SINOPEC and by Mr. Chung involving 
perhaps Ron Brown and others, according to letters that are in ex- 
hibits here. And I would ask Mr. Suettinger, if you had before you 
all of the information that we now have and if you had this infor- 
mation not on April 7, 1995, but on March 7, 1995, would the atti- 
tude have been the same in responding to Ms. Darby’s e-mail. 

Mr. Suettinger. With all due respect. Congressman, you are 
asking me again to speculate on what I would do in different cir- 
cumstances. It is very difficult for me to do that, certainly, given 
the way the information has been, the way that you have charac- 
terized the information. 

Mr. Barr. You can characterize it anyway you would like. All I 
am saying is, is there anything that you have become aware of or 
just based on your review of who these gentlemen were, do you still 
believe them to he essentially two bit players that have no real in- 
terest beyond just getting a picture with the President that would 
cause you to have given a different recommendation if you had had 
that information before you on March 7? Yes, I am asking you to 
speculate. 

Mr. Suettinger. Again, my remarks at the time were based 
upon my understanding of what constitutes a photo opportunity: a 
handshake, a friendly word and then head for the door. So it is not 
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my belief that there was anything politically significant likely to 
transpire during the period of a photo opportunity. So even had I 
been asked in advance, I don’t think I would have changed my 
view. 

Mr. Barr. Then I take back some of the nice things I said ear- 
lier. I think that your work and your statements indicate that 
there is not an effort to really serve the national interest of this 
country well. You understand even in your e-mail that there was 
a political effort here by contributors to seek access to the Presi- 
dent. We know now that some of those contributors were, wanted 
things involving billions of dollars from this country that would 
benefit the Communist Chinese Government at a minimum in a 
major economic way, and you are still saying that that would not 
cause you to recommend that they not have access to the President. 
I must admit, I am just flabbergasted. I yield back. 

Mr. SUETTINGER. I would certainly 

Mr. Fattah. Mr. Chairman, would you yield some of your avail- 
able time? 

Mr. Burton. Mr. Horn needs some time. I will yield to Mr. Horn. 
If I have any left of course, I will yield to you. 

Mr. Horn. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Just one question because 
I am curious as to the relationship with Mr. Chung that crossed 
your desk before the April 7th memorandum in which you say, hav- 
ing recently counseled a young intern from the First Lady’s office 
who had been offered a dream job by Johnny Chung, I think he 
should be treated with a pinch of suspicion. 

Now, we read into the record earlier the memorandum you wrote 
to the President’s National Security Advisor, Anthony Lake, on 
July 31, 1995. I am curious what came before April 7 that you re- 
member, what came after July 31, 1995, that involved Mr. Chung 
that you remember? Is this all that you were involved in? Obvi- 
ously, you counseled this intern before April 7. That helped lead 
you to a conclusion about Mr. Chung. What happened, anything 
else before April 7? Anything else after July 31st? Anything in be- 
tween? 

Mr. SuETTiNGER. As I indicated, I had some phone calls from Mr. 
Chung that caused me to be concerned about his own agenda. 
Again, I can’t — I did not put them on the record at the time and 
they are not available either to my recollection or to any other 
record. 

The meeting with the intern from the First Lady’s office is like- 
wise not on record. She called me in the morning, said that some- 
body had suggested she come to talk to me, and I did so. She de- 
scribed a position that she was being offered by Mr. Chung that 
caused me some concern, that appeared she was going to be hired 
as someone whose principal responsibilities would be to provide 
some sort of escort for some of these individuals coming into town, 
and that her service, at that point, former service, with the First 
Lady’s office would also be used as an entre to get some of these 
individuals to see people in the First Lady’s office. 

I found that to be something that aroused my suspicion. She was 
about my daughter’s age and so I counseled her that the jobs that 
seem to be too good to be true usually are not true, and that she 
ought to find out as much information as she could about what was 
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being offered and what was going to be expected of her before she 
accepted any kind of a dream job. As I say, that sort of colored my 
perception of what Mr. Chung was up to, to a significant degree. 
And after July 31st, according to your question, I have had no con- 
tact with anything to do with Mr. Chung, other than what I have 
been able to read in the newspapers. 

Mr. Horn. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Burton. All time has expired. I want to thank both of you 
for being with us today. We appreciate your candor, and hopefully 
we won’t have to bother you again, but if we do, we will try to 
make sure we accommodate your schedules. 

Per our agreement with the minority, I ask unanimous consent 
that the depositions of Ari Swiller, Dick Morris, and Eric Sildon be 
made public. Without objection, so ordered. 

The continuation of the meeting with Johnny Chung will be in 
the lounge of the committee, so those who want to attend and par- 
ticipate in that discussion will go there immediately upon adjourn- 
ment. This committee stands adjourned. 

[Whereupon, at 2:29 p.m., the committee was adjourned.] 

[The depositions of Ari Swiller, Dick Morris, and Eric Sildon fol- 
low:] 


Executive Session 

Committee on Government Reform and Oversight, 

U.S. House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 

DEPOSITION OF: JACOB ARIEH SWILLER 

Friday, August 22, 1997 

The deposition in the above matter was held in Room 2203, Rayburn House Office 
Building, commencing at 10:00 a.m.. 

Appearances: 

Staff Present for the Government Reform and Oversight Committee: James C. 
Wilson, Senior Investigative Counsel; Miki White, Investigative Counsel; Chris- 
topher Lu, Minority Counsel; and Michael J. Yeager, Minority Counsel. 

For MR. SWILLER: 

STUART F. PIERSON, ESQ. 

Levine Pierson Sullivan & Koch, L.L.P. 

1155 Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Suite 700 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

Mr. Wilson. Good morning. On behalf of the members of the Committee on Gov- 
ernment Reform and Oversight, I appreciate and thank you for appearing here 
today. 

This proceeding is known as a deposition. The person transcribing this proceeding 
is a House reporter and notary public. I will now request that the reporter place 
you under oath. 

THEREUPON, JACOB ARIEH SWILLER, a witness, was called for examination by 
Counsel, and after having been first duly sworn, was examined and testified as 
follows: 

Mr. Wilson. I would like to note for the record those who are present at the be- 
ginning of this deposition. My name is James Wilson. I’m the designated Majority 
counsel for the committee. I’m accompanied today by Mickey White, who is also with 

the Majority staff. Mr. 

Mr. Lu. Lu. 

Mr. Wilson. Christopher Lu and Michael Yeager are with the Minority staff. And 
Mr. Ari Swiller is accompanied by Mr. Stewart Pierson. 
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Although this proceeding is being held in a somewhat informal atmosphere, be- 
cause you have been placed under oath, your testimony here today has the same 
force and effect as if you were testifying before the committee or in a courtroom. 
If I ask you about conversations you have had in the past and you’re unable to re- 
call the exact words used in the conversation, you may state that you are unable 
to recall those exact words and then you may give me the gist or substance of any 
such conversation to the best of your recollection. 

If you recall only part of a conversation or only part of an event, please give me 
your best recollection of that conversation or that event or the parts of the event 
or conversation that you do recall. 

If I ask you whether you have any information about a particular subject and if 
you have overheard other persons conversing with each other regarding that subject 
or have seen correspondence or documentation regarding that subject, please tell me 
that you do have such information and indicate the source, either a conversation, 
documentation or otherwise from which you derive such knowledge. 

Before we begin questioning, I would like to give you some backp-ound about the 
investigation and your appearance here. Pursuant to its authority under House 
rules 10 and 11 of the House of Representatives, the committee is engaged in a 
wide-ranging review of possible political fund-raising improprieties and possible vio- 
lations of law. 

Pages 2 through 4 of House Report 105-139, summarizes the investigation as of 
June 19, 1997, and encompasses any new matters which arise directly or indirectly 
in the course of the investigation. Also, pages 4 through 11 of the report explain 
the background of the investigation. 

All questions related either directly or indirectly to those issues or questions 
which have the tendency to make the existence of any pertinent fact more or less 
probable than it would be without such evidence are proper. 

The committee has been granted specific authorization to conduct this deposition 
pursuant to House Resolution 167, which passed the full House on June 20, 1997. 
Committee Rule 20 outlines the ground rules of this deposition. 

Majority and Minority counsel will ask you questions regarding the subject matter 
of the investigation. Minority counsel will ask questions after Majority counsel has 
finished. After the Minority counsel has completed questioning, a new round of 
questions may begin. Members of Congress that wish to ask questions will be af- 
forded an immediate opportunity to ask their questions. When they are finished, 
committee counsel will resume questioning. 

Pursuant to the committee’s rules, you are allowed to have an opportunity present 
to advise you of your rights. Any objection raised during the course of the deposition 
shall be stated for the record. If the witness is instructed not to answer a question 
or otherwise refuses to answer a question. Majority and Minority counsel will confer 
to determine whether the objection is proper. If Majority and Minority counsel agree 
that the question is proper, the witness will be asked to answer the question. If an 
objection is not withdrawn, the Chairman or a Member designated by the Chairman 
will decide whether the objection is proper. 

This deposition is considered as taken in executive session of the committee, 
which means that it may not be made public without the consent of the committee. 
Pursuant to clause 2(k)(7) of House Rule 11, you are asked to abide by the rules 
of the House and not discuss with anyone other than your attorney or attorneys this 
deposition and the issues and questions raised during this proceeding. 

Finally, no later than 5 days after your testimony is transcribed and you have 
been notified that your transcript is available, you may submit suggested changes 
to the Chairman. The transcript will be available for your review at the committee 
office. Committee staff may make any typographical or technical changes requested 
by you. Substantive changes, modifications, clarifications or amendments to the dep- 
osition transcript submitted by you must be accompanied by a letter requesting tbe 
changes and a statement of your reasons for each proposed change. 

A letter requesting any substantive changes must be signed by you. Any sub- 
stantive changes made shall be included as an appendix to the transcript, condi- 
tioned upon your signing of the transcript. It’s my understanding that you’ve come 
from a long distance, and at the conclusion of these proceedings we’ll make arrange- 
ments for you to review your deposition transcript in a way that’s convenient for 
both yourself and your attorney. 

Do you understand everything that we’ve gone over so far? 

The Witness. I do. 

Mr. Wilson. Do you have any questions about an 3 dhing I’ve discussed so far? 

The Witness. No. 

Mr. Wilson. I’ve got a few preliminary questions to ask of the witness. Does any- 
body else have any statement or comment at this time? 
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Mr. Lu. Not at this time. 

Mr. Pierson. I do. First of all, your preliminary instructions to the witness about 
what you would like him to say if he should answer a particular way are general 
questions that typically you find at the beginning of written interrogatories and are 
easy for a respondent to attend to since they’ll be right there before him in writing. 

I would expect that if Mr. Swiller gives you an answer that he either doesn’t re- 
call or doesn’t know or is not sure, that you will be appropriately following up with 
questions about what he does know or what he may remember so that he will not 
have to remember specifically every item of your preliminary instructions. 

With respect to the transcript, I appreciate your indication that you’ll make it 
available to him since he’s in California currently. He lives there now and has a 
residence there. He is also getting married at the end of this month and will also 
not be accessible for a while afterward, as you expect. We appreciate you making 
appropriate accommodations for reading the transcript. 

Finally, I refer to my letter, July 3, 1997, to the committee in which I responded 
to dates of Mr. Swiller’s deposition. Among other things, I have advised the Chair- 
man that he should be advised Mr. Swiller testified extensively recently in deposi- 
tions taken by the Senate committee inquiring into this. 

We would be pleased to give you permission to read the transcript of that deposi- 
tion and thereby to avoid the inevitable repetition that would result as you pursue 
the same lines of inquiry. I take it, counsel, that you have not undertaken to read 
the transcript of Mr. Swiller’s deposition in the Senate. 

Mr. Wilson. We have not been given a copy of Mr. Swiller’s deposition transcript 
from the Senate. And I appreciate your initial offer. And we would certainly have 
taken up your suggestions. But we have not been permitted to see or review a copy 
of that deposition. 

Mr. Pierson. Can you tell me whether the Senate committee has been advised 
whether we would be given permission to do so? 

Mr. Wilson. I honestly don’t know specifically in your case. But there have been 
a number of witnesses who have made similar offers, and we have advised the Sen- 
ate in each instance that there have been no objections and my understanding is 
that there’s a matter of Senate protocol and the particular rules under which they 
are functioning and that specific investigation in which Mr. Swiller gave his deposi- 
tion. At this point, we do not have access to most of the depositions taken. Some 
have been released. And those have involved individuals who have testified publicly. 
Unfortunately, Mr. Swiller’s is not one of them. 

Mr. Pierson. Finally, I understand that under the rules, this deposition is being 
taken in executive session. I appreciate that. And I appreciate the instructions. Of 
course, Mr. Swiller is entirely at liberty to talk to anybody about what he has said 
here today at any time. Moreover, if any report of his testimony should be leaked 
from the committee or from its staff, we will consider that executive session instruc- 
tion to be devoid. 

Mr. Lu. If I may, I would just like to second Mr. Pierson’s concerns about Mr. 
Swiller’s deposition in light of the Senate deposition. The Democratic staff has al- 
ways believed that these depositions should be put off until after the release of their 
Senate depositions. Obviously, we have not had our way. So I would simply just sec- 
ond that. We appreciate you coming in. We realize this has been a burden for you, 
especially since a lot of the testimony you’ll be giving today will be duplicative testi- 
mony to the Senate. 

Mr. Pierson. That’s all I have. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Mr. Swiller, I’ll be asking you questions concerning the subject matter 
of this investigation. Do you understand? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. If you don’t understand a question, please say so, and I’ll repeat it or 
rephrase it so that you are able to understand the question. Do you understand that 
you should tell me if you do not understand my question? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. The reporter will be taking down everything we say and will make a 
written record of the deposition. You are asked to give verbal, audible answers be- 
cause the reporter cannot record a gesture or nonspecific answer. Do you under- 
stand that you should not answer uh-huh or provide a gesture to answer one of my 
questions? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. If you can’t hear me, please say so and I’ll repeat the question or have 
the court reporter read the question to you. Do you understand that? 
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Answer. Yes. 

Question. Please wait until I finish each question before answering it, and I will 
wait until you finish your answer before I ask the next question. Do you understand 
that this will help the reporter to make a clear record because she cannot record 
what we are both stating at the same time? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Your testimony is being taken under oath as if we were in court, and 
if you answer a question, it will be assumed that you understood the question and 
the answer was intended to be responsive to it. Do you understand that? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Are you here voluntarily or are you here as a result of a subpoena? 

Answer. Voluntarily. 

Question. Do you have any questions about this deposition before we begin the 
substantive portion of the proceeding? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Please state your name and spell it for the record? 

Answer. It’s Jacob Arieh, A-R-I-E-H, Swiller, S-W-I-L-L-E-R. 

Question. Have you in the past used any other name or gone by any other name? 

Answer. Ari Swiller is what I generally go by. It’s A-R-I, same last name. 

Question. What is your date of birth? 

Answer. [Redacted]. 

Question. What is your current address? 

Answer. [Redacted]. 

Question. What was your last address in Washington, D.C.? 

Answer. [Redacted]. 

Question. Have — have you lived for a period of more than 6 months out of the 
United States? 

Answer. I have not. 

Question. Did you attend college? 

Answer. I did. 

Question. Where did you attend college? 

Answer. [Redacted]. 

Question. And when did you graduate? 

Answer. [Redacted]. 

Question. Have you received any other degrees? 

Answer. I have not. 

Question. Please briefly describe your employment history after college? 

Answer. My first — after college, I traveled for a few months and moved to Wash- 
ington in early 1992. I was an intern for the office of Matt McHugh, a Member of 
Congress from the State of New York. At the same time I began to volunteer at the 
Clinton for President Campaign. 

In approximately April or May of 1992, I became a full-time staffer in the Clinton 
for President Campaign in the Finance Department. We transferred to the Demo- 
cratic National Committee following the 1992 convention in New York. After the No- 
vember election, I worked for the Presidential inaugural committee. Following the 
inaugural, I stayed on the staff of the inaugural until approximately April again. 

In April of 1993, I started work for Steny Hoyer, a Member of Congress from 
Maryland. At the time, he was chair of the Democratic caucus and I served on his 
caucus staff. I worked there until December of 1993, at which time I joined the 
Democratic National Committee. I worked there until March of 1997 at which time 
I joined the Rouse Grocery Company as Vice President of External Affairs. That’s 
my current position. 

Question. Have you spoken with anyone other than your counsel about this depo- 
sition? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Have you reviewed any documents in preparation for this deposition? 

Mr. Pierson. I will tell you that yesterday he had an interview with the FBI at 
which time he was asked to examine documents which you may be interested in. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you have any documents that are — DNC documents currently in 
your possession? 

Answer. I do not. 

Question. Did you leave all of your work-related materials in your — with your 
former place of employment? 

Answer. I did. 

Question. What documents did you review with the FBI? 
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Mr. Pierson. He may not remember. I can perhaps help him. There was a memo- 
randum in July 1995 hy a Landroca Steel to Donald Fowler. There was a memo- 
randum he wrote to a counsel at the DNC concerning Pauline Kanchanalak fol- 
lowing 1996 election. Was there an3dhing else? 

The Witness. Staff list. 

Mr. Pierson. Oh, yes, they showed him a staff list of the DNC and asked him 
to indicate which ones were fund-raisers and which were not. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. How did you come to work at the DNC? 

Answer. At which time period? 

Question. In your final — your final stint at the DNC as a paid employee? 

Answer. I had worked with a few of the staff members of the DNC during the 
’92 campaign. When I went to work with Mr. Hoyer, I stayed in touch with them. 
Around December of 1993, a little bit earlier, a friend of mine, Laura Hartigan, be- 
came finance director and at that time asked me to rejoin with her at the staff of 
the DNC. I accepted her offer in the beginning of December of 1993. 

Question. Did you interview with anybody for that position? 

Answer. I interviewed with Laura Hartigan and David Wilhelm who at that time 
was Chairman of the Democratic National Committee. 

Question. And referring, and I’ll try and he specific, hut I’m referring to your final 
employment at the DNC, what was your title? 

Answer. For most of the time, I was director of the Trustee Program. Or director 
of large donor efforts. 

Question. Did you have any other titles? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Who did you report to? 

Answer. When I first started at the DNC, I reported to Laura Hartigan. Following 
the spring of 1995, there was a transition, and the new finance director was Richard 
Sullivan, who I reported to until I left. 

Question. Could you provide a general description of your office? And by that I 
mean were there other individuals who worked with you in your capacity as 

Answer. There were two people under my direction. When I first started, they 
were Jennifer Scully and Jay Wehher. The following time, Mr. Webber left, and a 
gentleman named Mack Gobush, G-O-B-U-S-H, joined the staff. Following some 
time, there was another transition in the spring of ’95, an Anne Braziel and Nancy 
Burk joined the staff with me. 

Question. In a spatial sense, where were they located in relation to where you 
worked? Were you all in the same office? 

Answer. I’ll refer to the last part of my year and a half. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. Ms. Braziel and I shared an office. And Ms. Burk was stationed at a cubi- 
cle within approximately 12 feet of our office. 

Question. Did you type your own letters and memoranda? 

Answer. For the most part, I did. However, at times, I was assisted by both Ms. 
Braziel and Ms. Burk in some of the memoranda and letters that were sent under 
my name. 

Question. Did you feix your own fax transmissions to other people? 

Answer. Same, the previous answer. I did most of it. But they also assisted. 

Question. Did you have someone who would take messages for you from the tele- 
phone? 

Answer. I did not. We had a voice mail system. 

Question. Did you use an e-mail system at the DNC? 

Answer. It was available. I was not a frequent user of it. 

Question. Did you have any — and, again. I’ll just refer to the period during which 
you were the — the director of the Trustee Program. Did you have any official contact 
with White House employees? 

Answer. What do you mean by official? 

Question. Business-related contacts, where you would discuss matters with them 
or they would discuss matters with you? 

Answer. Yes, I did. 

Question. Was there a specific liaison in the White House to deal with you in your 
office? 

Answer. There was not. 

Question. Were there — was there any one person or were there any select number 
of people that you would deal with regularly? 
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Answer. I dealt for some time with Brian Bailey, with a woman named Tracy 
LeBreque, with a gentleman named Donald Dunn. Those were my primary contacts. 

Question. Do you recall any dealings with other employees at the White House? 

Answer. I mean, — I mean, for instance 

Mr. Pierson. Are you asking about any contact or regular contact? 

Mr. Wilson. Regular contacts. 

The Witness. I mean I was friendly with a number of people through my work 
on the campaign. As far as business-related matters, the majority of my contacts 
are with the people I stated already. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you ever attend regularly scheduled events at the White House? 

Answer. Events meaning meetings or 

Question. Well, I’m trying to eliminate a random event that might be a Christmas 
party or a single type event, but a weekly scheduled event or a monthly type sched- 
uled event, something that would occur on a regular basis? 

Answer. For a time, Mr. Bailey arranged for meetings that included and arranged 
political staff representatives, congressional liaison staff representatives. The point 
of the meeting was to gather lists of names for upcoming social events that may 
take place at the White House. 

Question. How frequently did such meetings occur? 

Answer. They were scheduled, I believe, to take place every other week. Invari- 
ably, my meetings were canceled pretty often, and they did not run — I believe this 
program did not run more than 6 months. 

Question. Did you have a pass to allow you access to the White House? 

Answer. Never did. 

Question. How did you gain access to the White House? 

Answer. I was usually cleared through Mr. Bailey’s office. 

Question. And how would that process work? 

Answer. After I was notified of a meeting, someone from his office would call and 
request my date of birth and Social Security number. They would tell me the time 
to enter and which gate of the White House to enter. I would present ID when I’d 
enter and be directed to the room where the meeting would take place. 

Question. Please provide an overview of the Trustee Program at the DNC. 

Answer. Trustee Program was a group of the highest donors to the Democratic 
Party or highest fund-raisers. The — there were two levels within the Trustee Pro- 
gram. There were trustees who contributed $50,000 or raised over 100,000. And 
managing trustees who contributed 100,000 and raised over 250,000. The program 
consisted of, by the time the ’96 election, approximately 800 people from across the 
country. 

Question. Did individuals who were members of the Trustee Program receive reg- 
ular materials from the DNC? By that, I mean mailings and the sort? 

Answer. We had a tally or sometimes every other day feix service with talking 
points regarding pertinent political issues. When we knew of — ahead of time of 
scheduled events such as the national galla in Washington, they received the date 
of that event as far ahead of time as we could provide it so that they knew of an 
invitation to that event. 

Question. The daily ftixes that you just referenced, who was responsible for send- 
ing the fax transmissions? 

Answer. I believe they were written in the Research Department. And I don’t 
know the process by which they were then faxed. But it was on a massive scale to 
not just trustees, but all financial supporters as well as political supporters and con- 
stituents. 

Question. Who was the individual or who were the individuals who composed the 
fcix transmissions? 

Answer. I would be speculating. I’m not sure who in the Research Department. 

Question. Did you ever have occasion to discuss entries in the fax transmissions 
with people who would be authors of the fax transmissions? 

Answer. I did not. 

Question. Do you know who did? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Question. Did you receive regular copies of the fax transmissions? 

Answer. They were supposed to be provided regularly. I don’t think I saw — I prob- 
ably saw half of the transmissions that were sent. 

Question. Do you recall whether you retained any of the feixes that went out to 
the trustees for your records? 

Answer. No. I did not. 
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Question. No, you don’t recall? 

Answer. I did not retain them. 

Question. While you were at the DNC in your position as Director of the Trustee 
Program, did you have any responsibility for any other programs or initiatives at 
the DNC? 

Answer. The one other program I was involved with was an effort to raise money 
from the Jewish constituency. It had varjdng titles. One we used most frequently 
was Jewish Leadership Forum. It was not a scheduled or defined job description. 
It just was a general — part of a general effort to raise money within the Jewish com- 
munity? 

Question. Did you regularly receive requests from members of the Trustee Pro- 
gram to obtain assistance with various types of things that they would like to do 
with the White House? And I realize that’s about as unspecific as you can possibly 
make a question. So I’m just trjdng to gather whether there was a type of system 
that you used when people would call you up and ask you to do something for them, 
if they did ask you to do something for them. And that could be a tour of the White 
House or something like that or — just starting with that, if people called you up and 
asked you for a tour or perhaps an opportunity to get a photograph. Did you have 
a regular procedure that you would follow to respond to that request? 

Mr. Pierson. Are you talking about trustees calling. 

Mr. Wilson. Yes. 

The Witness. Well, let’s take them — as far as tours, we tried to accommodate. 
Nancy Burk, Ms. Burk was the woman in my office who handled, who contacted the 
White House, receiving an allotment of some of the tickets which the White House 
provided the DNC to our trustees to have ticketed tours of the White House. Ms. — 
If — when you say photograph, you mean just a still photo of the President? 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 


Question. Yes. 

Answer. If it’s just a still picture, again, I would probably ask Ms. Burk to re- 
trieve one from the file and address a letter, an envelope to the requester. 

Question. Did you — did you have a system to handle requests? And by that, I 
mean, did you use forms to track a request that would come in, a form would go 
out to a particular individual, or would it be fair to say that you responded to re- 
quests of you on an ad hoc basis? 

Answer. Ad hoc basis. 

Question. Did you have a system in place to determine whether it was appropriate 
to help an individual with a request that might be made of you? 

Mr. Lu. I’m not sure I understand the word, “appropriate.” But if you do, please 
answer it. 

Mr. Pierson. I also have an objection. Is the “you” directed to him or is it directed 
to the entire DNC? 

Mr. Wilson. To Mr. Swiller. 

Mr. Pierson. Did he personally have a system? 

Mr. Wilson. Personally. Just was there a fail-safe mechanism system that you 
had in place to screen and determine whether it was appropriate to assist somebody 
with a request that they might make of you. 

Mr. Pierson. He’s asking about you personally. 

The Witness. No. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Was there a DNC system that you would follow to determine whether 
it was appropriate to assist anybody with the request? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Were there ever occasions in which an individual might call you and 
ask — asking for you to help with something, and you were uncomfortable with pro- 
viding assistance to them? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. If you could, please describe those situations. 

Mr. Pierson. Try and give some examples. 

The Witness. Frequently, — not frequently. That’s overstating it. A few times, peo- 
ple would request to speak directly with the President, the Vice President, even 
members — most senior staff members at the White House, and ask for my assist- 
ance in providing those meetings. I always felt those requests were inappropriate 
and do not recall ever acting on one of them. 
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EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you have any examples or do you recall any situations where an in- 
dividual made a request of you and you were concerned about following up on that 
request because of something you knew about that person? 

Answer. I don’t know if I understand the second part of your question. You mean 
something I knew in their past? 

Question. Yes, pre-existing knowledge of something that they had done or place 
that they had been or position that they had held which made you uncomfortable 
with continuing to assist them or assisting them in the first place. 

Answer. I generally acted that if I felt uncomfortable with a request, I didn’t do 
it, regardless of whether it was something in their background or if their request 
was, I felt, inappropriate, I didn’t act on that. 

Question. Trying to move away from situations where people were asking you 
things that you found to simply not be possible or request that you felt was just 
not something that could be realized, do you recall any situations where an indi- 
vidual made a request of you and you thought that you or the DNC did not want 
to be involved with helping that individual? 

Mr. Lu. Because of their past? 

Mr. Wilson. Because of anything. 

Mr. Lu. Because of anything. 

Mr. Wilson. Anything that you knew or have knowledge of. 

The Witness. Could you restate the question? I’m sorry. 

Mr. Wilson. I’ll ask the reporter to read it, if I may. 

[The reporter read back as requested.] 

The Witness. Could you possibly restate that? 

Mr. Wilson. Well, I’m not trying to be hard here. If you thought simply this is 
a person I don’t think we should be involved with, and either you decided not to 
help or you discussed with somebody else whether that person should be assisted. 

The Witness. I don’t recall anyone that I flatly denied assistance. 

examination by MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you ever talk to any colleague at the DNC about an individual and 
about whether it was appropriate to provide assistance to them? 

Answer. I don’t recall any specific conversations. 

Question. Did you ever personally do any background checks on individuals who 
you came in contact with in your position as the director of the Trustee Program? 

Answer. I do not personally, no. 

Question. Did you ever request that anybody at the DNC to provide background 
information on the people that you came into contact with at the DNC? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who would you make such requests of? 

Answer. I tended to work with the Research Department at the DNC, different 
individuals who had access to Nexis-Lexis within their department. 

Question. Do you recall the names of individuals you worked with? 

Answer. I don’t. Oh, that I worked with? 

Question. At the DNC. On this matter of getting background information? 

Answer. A name that I recall is Tom Janenda was the Deputy Research Director. 

Question. Do you recall any other individuals that you might have made back- 
ground requests for background information? 

Answer. He was my primary contact. That I recall. 

Question. Did you ever have anybody in your immediate office, the individuals you 
described previously as working with you, did you ever ask them to do any back- 
ground checks on individuals? 

Answer. I did not. 

Question. Did you keep files of biographical information on individuals who were 
members of the Trustee Program? 

Answer. I did. 

Question. And — and what form did you keep that information in? 

Answer. It was in a file cabinet, each donor member of the Trustee Program had 
a file with their name. And as many cases as we had a bio, a bio accompanied the 
file. 

Question. So is it fair to say that if there were approximately 800 individuals who 
participated in the Trustee Program, that there were approximately 800 files on the 
individuals? 

Answer. Approximately, yeah. But not all of them had bios. We may have had an 
empty file. 

Question. What types of information would you keep in the file? 
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Answer. Bio information. If they had been sent a photograph or some other letter 
inviting them to an event, we may keep a copy on file. And in some cases, not in 
all, we — if they were trustees because of a donation, we kept a copy of the check 
and the check-tracking form in the file. 

Question. Do you recall any other types of information that was kept in the files? 

Answer. That was primarily it. 

Question. How would you obtain the biographical information? 

Answer. We would request it directly from the office or from — from the office of 
the individual for the — from the individual, him or herself. 

Question. Did you have a standard form that you would send to them to fill out? 

Answer. I believe Ms. Braziel designed a form that also requested that they pro- 
vide us with their date of birth, Social Security number, as well as their address, 
home address, business address, telephone numlaers, spouse’s name, et cetera. 

Question. How did you keep track of the individuals who were participants in the 
Trustee Program? 

Answer. We had a computer data base system? 

Question. What — did this data base produce an aggregate list of trustees that 
was — that you had access to? 

Answer. It could, uh-huh. Yes. 

Question. Did you keep such lists? 

Answer. I did. 

Question. Were these lists updated on a regular basis or were they just lists that 
if you had a need for them, you would request a new list to be generated? 

Answer. Generally, I received a list when I requested it. There was not a sched- 
uled updating. 

Question. Were there any lists generated by the data base you described or in any 
other way that described the aggregate amount of contributions that come, that had 
come from the Trustee Program? 

Answer. I’m not sure if I understand. 

Question. Just whether at any particular time during the year, could you get a 
printout or a list that said — that told you this year, X amount of dollars have been 
raised through the Trustee Program? 

Answer. No, I did not. 

Question. Did you ever create such a list yourself based on numbers of partici- 
pating trustees? 

Answer. I may have tried to create lists broken down by contribution and then 
the sum of their contribution. But contributions were not made directly to the pro- 
gram in many cases. They were made in conjunction with an event, a fund-raising 
event anywhere in the country. But if someone had raised the necessary funds to 
become a member or contributed the necessary funds, they became a member, 
whether or not it was a direct to joining the program. 

Question. Is it fair to say, then, that if somebody that made a contribution, that 
it was of the requisite amount, $50,000, for example, for the Trustee Program to 
attend a dinner, a fund-raiser, that they would then become a member of the Trust- 
ee Program? 

Answer. Uh-huh. That’s correct. 

Question. And how did — how did you keep track of those types of transactions? 
How did you know whether people would become eligible to be a member of the 
Trustee Program or not? 

Answer. I mean, it varied case to case. Some individuals sent their contributions 
directly to me or a list of what contributions they had raised. And I had direct con- 
tact. In cases where events were held around the country, individual fund-raisers 
were responsible for that event. Following the event would provide me a list of new 
members or people who had renewed their membership through the event which 
they had just coordinated. Those are the primary ones. 

Question. Did you circulate among other offices at the DNC the list of trustees? 

Answer. On occasion, the chairman’s office would request a list. Other than that, 
the lists were in the Finance Department. No one else requested them. 

Question. Did you ever send a trustee list to the White House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. There’s a term of art that I’ve seen on documents, and it’s the fund- 
raiser account. Do you know what that refers to? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Question. You mentioned earlier that there was a computer system that kept 
track of the managing trustee lists. Was that the AS-400 system? 

Answer. The AS-400 system was a system at the DNC. Within the Trustee De- 
partment, we had a separate data base that was more flexible to our needs of gener- 
ating labels and quick lists that we used. It was a Paradox-based data system. 
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Question. Did you receive regular information from the AS-400 system? 

Answer. I used it to reference — it was a good reference for when contributions 
were put in, because all contributions were posted in the AS-400. So I had access 
to it from the main frame at my desk. So frequently, I would access information 
off it. 

Question. Were printouts of contributions generated by the AS-400 system the 
source of information that you used to determine who had contributed money and 
who would be eligible to be in the Trustee Program? 

Answer. At times, yes. It was a source of information for that, yes. 

Question. If you could, just describe what would happen if you had dealt directly 
with somebody and discussed making a contribution, and they hadn’t made a con- 
tribution, sent you a contribution 

Answer. And they hadn’t 

Question. And they had sent you a contribution. What would you do to ensure 
that that was entered into the AS-400 system? 

Answer. I actually had no direct connection to the entries into the AS-400. My 
only assurance was I’d give approximately a week’s time from when I had received 
the check — from the time from when I submitted the check, and checking the AS- 
400 was my only safety net in making sure. And I don’t recall situations where 
checks did not appear after a week or maybe in some cases 2 weeks, but 

Question. When a check, and this is assuming first of all, did you receive checks 
directly from donors? 

Answer. I did. 

Question. When you did receive such a check, what was the mechanical process 
of handling that check? What would you do with that? 

Answer. We — I would attach a donor information sheet check tracking form and 
add with it their name, company, phone number, which event the contribution re- 
lated to, or was it part of their membership to the Trustee Program as indicated 
on the sheet. Then photocopied batch checks if I had more than one, and submit 
them to — I don’t know the title, but the person within our — the Finance Department 
who maintained the list of what checks had come in. 

Question. Who was that person? 

Answer. The last person serving that was a woman named Theresa Stirk. 

Question. And do you recall who was in a similar position before that? 

Answer. During my time there were two other people that held it. First, it was 
a gentleman, Jeff King. And Susan Ochs, 0-C-H-S. 

Question. Did you ever receive lists of individuals generated in or by the White 
House? 

Mr. Pierson. Any kind of lists? Just a list that came from the White House. 

Mr. Wilson. [Indicating in the affirmative.] 

The Witness. Yes. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. What types of lists did you receive? 

Answer. On occasion, they would submit to us a list of individuals who might be 
attending an upcoming White House event. 

Question. And why would you receive such information? 

Mr. Pierson. If you know. 

The Witness. In some occasions, we provided some names to be included in 
events they submitted since they were responsible for invitations and receiving re- 
grets. They would provide a list identifying who was coming. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you recall receiving any other types of lists from the White House? 

Answer. I do not. 

Question. Did you ever receive any lists of individuals who were suggested indi- 
viduals to approach to ask for donations 

Mr. Pierson. From the White House. 

Mr. Wilson. From the White House. 

The Witness. No, I did not. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you know what the system at the DNC is now for screening cam- 
paign contributors, people who have contributed 

Answer. Today, I do not. 

Question. Okay. Prior to November of 1996, did — do you know at the time what 
the system was for screening contributions? 
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Mr. Pierson. Are you talking appropriateness or legality? 

Mr. Wilson. Well either, actually. 

Mr. Pierson. Well, you probably ought to take them one by one. 

Mr. Wilson. Well, we will then. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Appropriateness screening for appropriateness? 

Answer. Extended to our own discretion to decide on whether we’re comfortable 
with a person’s contribution. When I say our, I mean the individual fund-raiser 
dealing with that contribution. 

Question. And staying on the issue of appropriateness in terms of screening con- 
tributions, do you recall examples or situations where it was determined — where 
you had discussions with people about the appropriateness of a — of a contribution? 

Answer. I may have at times conferred with the — Mr. Sullivan or Marvin Rosen, 
the finance chair. But it was very infrequent. 

Question. And do you remember the subjects of those inquiries? 

Answer. Sometimes, there — if individuals were making a contribution that we 
needed — I’m trying to think. We needed more information on the individual or the 
corporation giving the contribution to make sure that it was a U.S. subsidiary. 

Mr. Wilson. Excuse me, this is a reinforcement reporter. 

The Witness. Oh. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you recall any individual contributors that were discussed during 
these meetings with Mr. Sullivan? 

Mr. Pierson. Are you talking about natural persons or just specific instances. 

Mr. Wilson. Natural persons, yes. 

The Witness. I don’t recall specific conversations about individuals or any individ- 
uals. 


examination by MR. WILSON: 

Question. Turning to legality, what was the system for screening contributions for 
legality of contribution? 

Answer. I’m not sure what it was. I’m not an attorney. I don’t know what the 
process was. 

Question. Did you ever have any training during which legality of contributions 
was discussed? 

Answer. I did. 

Question. And with whom? Who conducted this training? 

Answer. The general counsel and the deputy counsel, Joseph Sandler and Neal 
Rieff. 

Question. Do you recall any instances where a Lexis-Nexis search was done to de- 
termine background information to assess either the legality or appropriateness of 
the contribution? 

Mr. Lu. By anyone — I’m sorry. 

Mr. Pierson. Let’s break it down. Ask about Lexis-Nexis. 

Mr. Wilson. Stay with one. 

Mr. Pierson. Search before you ask other purpose. Because you’ll get a com- 
plicated or nonresponsive answer. 

Mr. Wilson. Okay. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. I know you did mention before that there had been Lexis-Nexis 
searches. Did you ever request any Lexis-Nexis searches to be performed to supple- 
ment information that would be transmitted on the check-tracking forms that you 
filled out? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Did you request Lexis-Nexis searches for any other purposes? 

Answer. I remember a few occasions requesting the context being a person was 
going to be attending an event at the White House. And required more biographical 
information on the individual. 

Question. Do you remember the individuals that you requested searches about? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Question. Do you know whether at any time the DNC stopped performing Lexis- 
Nexis searches to determine the legality of campaign contributions? 
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Answer. I don’t recall starting points. I don’t recall an ending point. I don’t recall 
there being a program of it. 

Question. But do you know whether at any time such searches were stopped? 

Answer. I do not. 

Question. I provide the witness with a document that was a single page of hand- 
written notes, and it is marked DNC 3049787. 

Just requiring you to read the whole thing, do you recognize the handwriting on 
this document? 

Answer. I do not. 

Mr. Pierson. Are we going to mark this for the records? 

Mr. Wilson. No, actually we will not. What I can do is two things, actually. I 
will defer to what is convenient for you. Documents that I show the witness that 
become immediately apparent have no relevance to his testimony, I can simply move 
on from, or else I can include them in the record if it is a convenience to you when 
you go back and review the record. 

Mr. Pierson. I don’t think the record will be complete unless you do include it, 
because you have testimony about it. If the record says, there is a question, do you 
recognize the handwriting, there won’t be any indication of what handwriting he 
was looking at, unless you include it. So you should. 

Mr. Wilson. I am perfectly willing to do that. I will mark this document Exhibit 
AS-1 for inclusion in the record. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-1 was marked for identification.] 

[Note. — All exhibits referred to can be found at end of deposi- 
tion.] 

Mr. Wilson. Just by way of background, we actually keep the documents. We 
don’t let you take them. 

Mr. Pierson. The Senate lets us have them. 

Mr. Wilson. Sorry. We are less accommodating on that front. 

Mr. Pierson. So am I. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Are you familiar with EEC reporting requirements that apply to the 
DNC? 

Answer. I am familiar with general requirements, yes. 

Question. What reporting requirements applied to you in what you were doing as 
director of the Trustee Program? 

Answer. I don’t recall direct requirements. What I recall is that information such 
as occupation, employer of an individual, their address, the phone number and fax 
number, were required information for all contributions made, or if it was a corpora- 
tion, the corporation’s address, and that that was required for every individual that 
would then be submitted by the DNC to the EEC. So my requirement in relation 
to the EEC, as I recall it, was providing complete information on contributions. 

Question. Apart from filling out check tracking forms, as you have described it 
previously, did you have to do anything else to ensure compliance with EEC provi- 
sions? 

Mr. Pierson. You are asking him 

Mr. Wilson. That you know of, that had been communicated to him. 

Mr. Pierson. As his responsibility? Witness will correct. 

The Witness. Not that I recall, no. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you have to produce any reports that you knew were going to be 
used for the purposes of EEC filing? 

Answer. Other than the tracking form, nothing else was required that I recall. 

Question. Are you aware that the accounting firm of Ernst & Young prepared ma- 
terials that discussed contributions by individuals during the 1996 election cycle? 

Answer. My only — and this is very second and thirdhand knowledge of Ernst & 
Young’s connection with the DNC, is that they, after there were concerns about 
some donations, they reviewed those as an accounting firm following the ’96 elec- 
tion. That is the only knowledge I have of any work they did with the Democratic 
National Committee. 

Question. Did you ever meet with any Ernst & Young personnel while you were 
an employee at the DNC? 

Answer. I had a contact there who was a contributor, but not in the context of 
your earlier stated question. 



960 


Question. Not in the context of the report or the materials prepared by Ernst & 
Young? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. Were you ever contacted by any Ernst & Young employee in regard to 
the work that they were doing vis-a-vis the ’96 campaign contributions? 

Answer. Never. 

Question. Were you ever — did you ever discuss with any of your colleagues the 
work that Ernst & Young was doing? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Were you ever asked to provide anything for the Ernst & Young report? 

Answer. Never. 

Question. Can you just generally recount the discussions you had with colleagues 
about the Ernst & Young process? 

Answer. We, the colleagues I tended to discuss it with were within the finance 
department that I worked with. My discussion, the context, we were discouraged at 
how they were proceeding with their report. We felt that it was detrimental to the 
DNC, it was offending donors who were contacted, and I believe at the time some 
of our Asian American donors felt that they were being harassed by some of the 
Ernst & Young employees who were proceeding with that, and it was, you know, 
to our dismay. 

Question. Was this your belief? 

Answer. Being I had no direct contact, I had no notion, but, you know, after hear- 
ing that there were donors who were upset, then became my belief, sure. Yes. 

Question. Do you know if individuals communicated that to Ernst & Young per- 
sonnel? 

Mr. Lu. You mean donors themselves, or do you mean people at the DNC? 

Mr. Wilson. People at the DNC. 

Mr. Pierson. Time out. What is the “that” we are talking about? The last thing 
we testified to is his feeling. 

Mr. Wilson. That is quite right. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you know if DNC personnel communicated to Ernst & Young per- 
sonnel that there was a sense of dissatisfaction with the way the process was pro- 
ceeding? 

Answer. I have no knowledge of that. 

Question. Did you ever participate in any discussions during which it was dis- 
cussed the threshold of contribution that Ernst & Young reviewed during their re- 
view process? 

Mr. Lu. First of all, do you mean a monetary threshold? 

Mr. Wilson. Dollar amount. 

The Witness. I was not in formal discussions. I think informally, again, all the 
information we received was secondhand on their inquiries, and I believe we 
thought it was somewhere either over 5,000 or over 10,000. But I don’t ever remem- 
ber having direct knowledge of what the threshold was. But there was discussion 
of how they were proceeding. 

examination by MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you know who set the level of monetary contribution that would be 
examined? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Question. Aside from what you might have learned subsequently in media ac- 
counts, at the time did you know that — at the time, I am speaking of any time you 
were employed at the DNC, sort of in your knowledge of what people were telling 
you among your colleagues, did you know that checks were recommended to be re- 
turned? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you know whether the DNC returned all checks that Ernst & Young 
had recommended be returned? 

Answer. I am not privy to that. No, I don’t know that information. 

Question. Did you have any discussions with your colleagues about whether Ernst 
& Young was distinguishing between illegal contributions and contributions that 
were deemed inappropriate? 

Answer. I don’t recall that discussion, no. 

Question. What was Scott Pastrick’s position at the DNC? 

Answer. He had an unpaid volunteer position of treasurer of the Democratic Na- 
tional Committee, which I believe began in the spring of ’95. 
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Question. Do you know whether he signed FEC reports? 

Answer. I have no knowledge of that. 

Question. Were you aware of any discussions that 

Answer. May I go back to that? 

Question. Certainly. 

Answer. Scott at one point in a conversation with me made light of the fact that 
he was supposed to sign FEC reports, but I think there were reports that were 
passed on that he did not sign. 

Question. Did he tell you why that was? 

Answer. I don’t remember that, the context of why it was. 

Question. Did you have any conversations with other colleagues about whether 
Mr. Pastrick was signing or not signing FEC reports? 

Answer. No. 

Mr. Pierson. Off the record. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Back on the record. 

Have you ever met Mark Middleton? 

Answer. I have. 

Question. When did you first meet Mr. Middleton? 

Answer. I first met Mr. Middleton in the course of the 1992 Presidential cam- 
paign. We both served on the fund-raising staff for the Clinton for President. My 
position was in the mid-Atlantic region. Mark was the director of fund-raising in 
the State of Arkansas. We probably first met either at a national event we did for 
fund-raisers here in Washington or June or at the convention in July. 

Question. Do you know whether Mr. Middleton was affiliated with the DNC in 
1996? 

Answer. I believe he was not. 

Question. Did Mr. Middleton, do you know whether he was asked to serve on the 
1996 finance board of directors? 

Answer. I believe he may have been. 

Question. Do you know whether he actually did serve on the finance board of di- 
rectors? 

Answer. I don’t believe so. 

Question. Did you have any discussions with him about whether he would or 
would not serve on the ’96 finance board of directors? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Do you recall whether Mr. Middleton did any fund-raising for the DNC 
in the 1996 election cycle? 

Answer. I recall that he was — when Truman Arnold served as finance chair, he 
and Mark, he and Mr. Middleton had a close association from Arkansas. Mr. Arnold 
asked Mr. Middleton to assist in some fund-raising efforts when Mr. Arnold was 
chairman. But I don’t recall — what was the last part of the question? 

Question. I think that is pretty responsive right there. Did Mr. Middleton assist 
in organizing any fund-raising events in the ’96 election cycle? 

Answer. Not that I know of. 

Question. After Mr. Middleton left the White House, he formed a business called 
CommerceCorp. Did you ever visit Mr. Middleton in his business place? 

Answer. I did not. 

Question. Did Mr. Middleton ever contact you to request assistance on behalf of 
clients or associates of his? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did anybody else from Mr. Middleton’s office ever contact you to request 
assistance? 

Answer. No. 

Question. When Mr. Middleton worked at the White House, did Yusuf Khapra 
ever contact you to arrange for assistance on behalf of any matter brought to your 
attention? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Do you know Yusuf Khapra? 

Answer. Not well, but I know him, yes. 

Question. When did you first meet him? 

Answer. Sometime during my service at the DNC, I believe in 1994, during that 
year. 

Question. Did he ever contact you for any reason? 
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Answer. My recollection is that he worked with Brian Bailey in setting up the 
meetings regarding — that I described earlier, and that was the context of our con- 
tact, was to invite me to the meetings and make me aware of them. 

Question. Did you ever receive any contacts in 1995 to provide assistance to the 
Widjaja family? 

Answer. The what? 

Question. The Widjaja family. Did anybody ever contact you and mention the 
Widjaja family that you know of? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. I provide the witness with a document, a memorandum to Richard Sul- 
livan and Mr. Swiller from Anne Braziel, marked DNC 1809003. Take just a mo- 
ment to look through those. 

This memorandum is undated, and it is the only copy that has been provided to 
us. Do you recall ever having received this memorandum? 

Answer. It does not look familiar. 

Question. Are you able to tell me the year, date of the memo? 

Answer. I am not. 

Question. The first sentence of the memorandum is that Mark Middleton spent 
some time with me and pledged to help in raising money. 

Assuming that that is Anne Braziel he spent some time with, do you recall having 
any conversations with Anne Braziel about Middleton pledging to help raise money? 

Answer. It sounds familiar. 

Question. Do you recall whether he ever did provide any assistance in giving you 
names of potential donors to the DNC? 

Answer. Not that I had direct contact on. But Mark, having previously assisted 
in fund-raising, we were, you know, requesting of him to help — I requested him to 
help from time to time on some additional efforts. Like when I described earlier, 
Mr. Arnold brought him in to assist. 

Question. Do you recall having conversations with any DNC colleagues about Mr. 
Middleton providing names for telephone solicitations? 

Answer. I don’t remember those conversations, no. 

Mr. Wilson. I will mark this document Exhibit AS-2 for the record. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-2 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you ever have any conversations that involved the Sinar Mas dele- 
gation or Sinar Mas entity? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know what Sinar Mas is? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know whether Mark Middleton ever raised funds for the DNC 
or any political party outside of the United States? 

Answer. This will help, maybe. I don’t recall Mark ever raising money in the last 
2 years I worked with him, meaning from when Mr. Arnold brought him. So globally 
I have no knowledge of him ever raising money. 

Question. That does help. I can’t take away quite as many as the last time, but 
that does help. 

When did you first meet Charlie Trie? 

Answer. Sometime after I rejoined the DNC in 1993. Sometime in 1994. I don’t 
recall the first meeting. 

Question. Do you remember who introduced you? 

Answer. I don’t. I very well may have introduced myself, being that I was the di- 
rector of the trustee program. Mr. Trie was a member of the program, and I had 
not met him yet. I may have introduced myself or been introduced by someone. I 
don’t remember the context. 

Question. Do you remember when you first solicited a contribution from Mr. Trie? 

Answer. I don’t recall ever soliciting contributions from Mr. Trie. 

Question. I show the witness a document which is marked Bates Number DNC 
3078818, and the title is “DNC Finance Executive Summary.” 

Mr. Pierson. For the record. Counsel, it shows an apparent date in the upper left- 
hand corner of 12-3-96. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. If you could, explain what the terms “solicitor” and “fund-raiser” mean 
in this, in the context of this document? 

Answer. One of the areas we filled out in our AS400 sheet for assistance in track- 
ing was a solicitor. If someone made the request of a donor to make a contribution 
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that was in the context of trustee, membership could be allocated by money raised. 
So this was an area that tracked that. 

Fund-raiser was the contact or the individual person who received the check, 
filled out the form, and submitted it. 

Question. Is it fair to say that if you received — if somebody transmitted a check 
to you and you filled out the tracking form, that you would generally be listed as 
the fund-raiser for that event? 

Answer. For that event? 

Question. The event being the filling out of the tracking form for the particular 
receipt of that check. 

Answer. If I filled out a form, I put my name as the fund-raiser. 

Question. Do you recall any conversations with Mr. Mays on the contributions 
given by Mr. Trie in 1994? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Question. Do you know Richard Mays? 

Answer. I do. 

Question. When did you first meet Mr. Mays? 

Answer. I believe I met him during the 1992 campaign cycle. 

Question. The entry on this document indicates that — actually it doesn’t indicate 
anything. It states, health care campaign. 

Could you provide a little bit of explanation of what the health care campaign 
entry on this document means? 

Mr. Pierson. Counsel, for the record, it says 1994 health care campaign. 

Mr. Wilson. Correct. 

The Witness. We had different efforts constantly going for raising money. It could 
be a gala event that was upcoming, it would be, as this indicates, the health care 
campaign effort. If it was a topical effort at the time and the contribution wasn’t 
made in direct correlation to an event, they would attribute it to the issue that we 
were raising money for at that time. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Who would make the decision to allocate it to one area or another area? 

Answer. It tended to be made either by the fund-raiser or the finance director. 

Question. Do you recall in this example why the money contributed by Mr. Trie 
was allocated to the health care campaign in 1994? 

Answer. I don’t recall. 

Question. Do you recall whether all funds that you received that were not des- 
ignated to go to a particular source were allocated to the health care campaign in 
1994? 

Mr. Pierson. Could you repeat the question again? I am sorry, I think there was 
a double part. Could you ask it again, please? 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Sure. Was all money that was not allocated to a certain — was not des- 
ignated by the contributor to go to a certain account allocated to the health care 
campaign in 1994? 

Answer. I don’t know. I don’t know that it was or was not. 

Question. Do you recall the dates that contributions were accepted for the 1994 
health care campaign account? Maybe instead of just being quite so obtuse, if you 
could just explain what the 1994 health care campaign was. Was that literally a 
separate account into which money would go? 

Answer. I don’t believe it was a separate account. I believe it was separate inter- 
nal accounting, but I believe all the contributions were to the Democratic National 
Committee campaign — I mean Democratic National Committee bank accounts. I 
don’t think there were separate accounts. I think internally, just for our accounting, 
we had separate designations. 

Question. Is it fair to say the money wasn’t segregated into one particular place? 
The check would be deposited into a general account? 

Answer. That would be my understanding of it. 

Question. Do you recall whether there ever were any separate designated accounts 
into which checks were deposited? And I am asking for at any time during your 
working at the DNC. 

Answer. My knowledge of accounts were there was a DNC Federal account, DNC 
non-Federal account, corporate account, there may have been a PAC non-Federal ac- 
count. But those are the different accounts I recall. 

Question. Do you recall any specific issue accounts, for example, health care cam- 
paign or media fund purchases or anything? 
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Mr. Pierson. You are talking about bank accounts or internal accounts? 

Mr. Wilson. I am talking about bank accounts. 

The Witness. As I stated earlier, my knowledge of accounts is what I laid out. 
This designation is not referring to a separate bank account, I don’t think. My 
knowledge of seeing this is it was a separate internal account within the finance 
department for internal tracking. That would he my understanding of reading it 
today. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. On this format, the end of the lines, indicating contributions to the 
health care campaign, there are what appear to be codes. One is F-01 and the other 
is N-03. Do you know what those mean? 

Answer. I don’t know for certain, but my understanding would be that these were 
probably personal, as it says in the top right corner, individual contributions. So 
there is a $20,000 limit that an individual can give to a party in a year. So that 
was probably, then the “F” would mean the Federal account, and then the remain- 
ing money would be designated, I assume, non-Federal and would be put into a non- 
Federal account. That would be my read of it. 

Question. Do you know what the numerals mean after the letters? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know whether there was a system for providing codes of this 
sort with a meaning? 

Answer. I know that you needed to designate Federal from non-Federal money. 
Other than that, I am not familiar with how accounting is done. 

Question. Is this a number that you would have entered on the check tracking 
form? 

Answer. No. It may have heen required to enter in certain cases if it was a Fed- 
eral or non-Federal contribution, but I never made these designations. 

Mr. Wilson. I will mark this document Exhibit AS-3 for the record. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-3 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. What was the health care campaign? 

Answer. As you may recall, the President had an initiative to reform health care. 
Internally, we thought that we may be able to, for lack of a better word, like spice 
up our fund-raising if we talked about a certain initiative that was going on that 
the committee was supporting. So the campaign fund then became sort of a reaction 
to that. 

Mr. Wilson. If we could go off the record for just a moment. 

[Brief Recess.] 


examination by MR. WILSON: 

Question. Back on the record. 

I will show the witness a document which is marked DNC 3078820. The heading 
is DNC Finance Executive Summary, date 12-3-96. 

Have you ever met Mr. Trie’s wife, Mrs. Wang Mei Trie? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Again, you are listed on this document as the fund-raiser for a contribu- 
tion of $20,000 from Mrs. Trie. Did you have any contacts with her about this con- 
tribution? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Do you know who the solicitor of this contribution was? 

Answer. It is not listed here, and I don’t recall the contribution or the transaction 
of it. 

Mr. Wilson. I will mark this document Exhibit AS-4. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-4 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you attend the June 22nd, 1994, Presidential gala, DNC gala? 
Answer. Yes, I did. 

Question. Did you contact Mr. Trie regarding a $100,000 contribution that he gave 
to the DNC in May of 1994? 

Answer. I don’t recall that contact, no. 

Question. Do you recall discussing Mr. Trie’s attendance at the 1994 gala? 

Answer. No, I don’t. Discussing 

Question. With Mr. Trie. 
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Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. Do you recall having discussions with any of your colleagues about Mr. 
Trie’s attendance at the gala in 1994? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Question. Were you ever asked to provide a recommendation for Mr. Trie for an 
apartment that he was attempting to be the renter of at the Watergate? 

Answer. I did not. I don’t recall that. It doesn’t sound familiar. 

Question. Did you know that David Mercer and Susan Levine had been asked to 
provide a recommendation for Mr. Trie? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Did you ever attend any events at Mr. Trie’s apartment in the Water- 
gate? 

Answer. Never. 

Question. Did you ever speak with Martha Shoffner regarding Mr. Trie’s move to 
Washington? 

Answer. I am not familiar with that individual. 

Question. Have you ever met Martha Shoffner? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Do you recall having any contacts with Mr. Trie in relation to the Au- 
gust 1994 Presidential birthday fund-raiser? 

Answer. No, I do not. 

Question. I would like to provide a document for the witness. It is marked DNC 
1275756. It is a memorandum to Martha Shoffner from David Mercer. It does not 
have the witness’ name on it. I would ask you to just take a moment to look through 
the content of this memo. 

The memo discusses a meeting between Mr. Mercer and Mr. Trie in 1994. Did 
you attend this meeting? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Did you ever attend any meetings with Mr. Trie in the accompaniment 
of Mr. Mercer? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. The memo refers to a number of events or subjects, and I just want to 
very quickly ask you a few questions about some of the referenced issues. 

In the first paragraph, there is a reference to a meeting before Mr. Trie left for 
Beijing. Did you ever discuss with Mr. Trie any travels that he took? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Were you aware in 1994 that Mr. Trie was planning to travel to Beijing? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. And the fourth paragraph of this memorandum discusses a request for 
a letter inviting Mr. Trie to serve on the finance board. Were you ever a participant 
in any discussions about Mr. Trie becoming a member of the finance board at the 
DNC? 

Answer. I was in discussions on the finance board as it relates to Mr. Trie. Indi- 
vidually, I don’t have a specific recollection of specific conversations regarding it. 

Question. Who was in charge of determining who would be on the finance board 
of directors? 

Answer. It was a collective effort of DNC staff. 

Question. And who were the staff? 

Answer. It would be Ms. Hardigan, Richard Sullivan, David Mercer, Erica Payne, 
Peter O’Keefe. Any of the fund-raising staff, up to 20 individuals. 

Question. Were you involved in that process? 

Answer. Yes, I was. 

Question. Were there any prerequisites for becoming a member of the finance 
board of directors? 

Answer. There weren’t prerequisites, but we were going to ask members to see 
if they could raise above the limit — not limit, above the threshold for the trustee 
program; we were going to ask them to raise I believe it was $350,000 in a year. 

Question. Do you know whether Mr. Trie made a request to be put on the finance 
board of directors? 

Answer. I don’t recall that. It was not made to me, but there was a request made. 

Question. The fifth paragraph of this memorandum discusses a mission to China, 
and it refers to a Commerce Department mission to China which was to commence 
on August 27th, 1994. 

Did you have any discussions with Mr. Trie about his participating in this Com- 
merce Department mission to China? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Did you know at the time that there was going to be a Commerce De- 
partment mission to China? 



966 


Answer. I know there has been one. I don’t recall when I became aware of it. 
Question. Do you recall any conversations or discussions about this particular 
Commerce Department mission to China? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. Do you recall whether you made any telephone conversations on behalf 
of Mr. Trie about this trade mission to China? 

Answer. Not that I 

Mr. Pierson. Made or had? 

Mr. Wilson. Made. 

Mr. Pierson. Telephone calls on behalf of Mr. Trie? 

Mr. Wilson. Yes. 

The Witness. Not that I recall, no. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Were you involved in any conversations by telephone or in person dur- 
ing which Mr. Trie’s interest in any type of trade mission or foreign trip with Amer- 
ican governmental employees was discussed? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Did you ever discuss Mr. Trie’s financial contributions with anybody at 
the White House? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Mr. Wilson. Just to back up for a moment, I will mark the document we are dis- 
cussing, Exhibit AS-6, for inclusion in the record. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-5 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Have you ever met an individual named Ng Lap Seng, also known as 
Mr. Wu? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. 

Question. Have you ever had any telephone conversations with Mr. Ng Lap Seng? 
Answer. No, I have not. 

Question. Do you recall whether Mr. Trie was ever invited to become a member 
of the finance board of directors? 

Answer. I believe he was. My recollection is he was. 

Question. Do you know an individual named Ernest Green? 

Answer. I do. 

Question. When did you meet him first? 

Answer. I believe I met him upon my return to the DNC, subsequent to that, 
sometime in 1994. 

Question. Do you know Jude Kearney? 

Answer. I am sorry? 

Question. Do you know Jude Kearney, K-E-A-R-N-E-Y? 

Answer. I know him, yes. 

Question. Have you met Mr. Kearney in person? 

Answer. Yes, I have. 

Question. And where have you met him? 

Answer. In the ’92 cycle, as I stated earlier, I was a fund-raiser in the mid-Atlan- 
tic region. At that time Mr. Kearney was based in D.C., and I believe I met him 
in events and he assisted in some fund-raising efforts. 

Question. Did Mr. Kearney, after you first met him in, I believe you said 1992, 
did he obtain a job with the government in Washington? 

Answer. That is my recollection, that he did. 

Question. Do you know where he was working after 1992? 

Answer. I believe it was either the Commerce Department or at the Treasury De- 
partment. 

Question. Did you attend a breakfast with Mr. Green, Mr. Kearney, Mr. Trie, and 
Mr. Ng Lap Seng in October of 1994 at the Hay-Adams Hotel? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Do you know Allen Weinstein? 

Answer. The name is not familiar. 

Mr. Lu. Was that Allen or Ellen? 

Mr. Wilson. Allen. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you know Nancy Jacobson? 

Answer. Yes, I do. 

Question. Who is Ms. Jacobson? 
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Answer. She was my supervisor in 1992 when I worked on the Clinton campaign. 
She was again the finance director of the Inaugural Committee when I served as 
the deputy finance committee. We stayed friendly while I lived in Washington, but 
I have not spoken to her since approximately 6 months or longer. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you know where she works? 

Answer. My last knowledge of her emplojunent was that she was employed indi- 
vidually, working for herself on a contract basis. 

Question. Does she have a connection with an organization called Center for De- 
mocracy? 

Answer. Not that I’m aware of. Not that I know of. 

Question. Do you know of an organization called Center for Democracy? 

Answer. It’s a familiar name, yes. 

Question. Do you know what it does? 

Answer. I do not. 

Question. Have you ever discussed the activities of Center for Democracy with Mr. 
Trie? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Mr. Pierson. Have you ever discussed contributions that Mr. Trie might or — 
might have made or might have been considering making to the Center for Democ- 
racy? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Did you participate in setting up a meeting between Mr. Trie, Winston 
Bank and Chairman Fowler in 1995? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Did you ever participate in any discussions with Mr. Trie about setting 
up a chapter of an organization called Democrats Abroad in Taiwan? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Do you know of an organization called Democrats Abroad, based in Tai- 
wan? 

Answer. I know of an organization called Democrats Abroad, but not one based 
in Taiwan, no. 

Question. What is Democrats Abroad? 

Answer. Just that. It’s registered Democrats who are abroad for work in countries 
throughout the world. 

Question. Is it an organization that’s independent of the DNC? 

Answer. That’s my understanding, yes. 

Question. Did you assist with organizing a fund-raiser in November of 1995 at the 
Car Barn in Washington, D.C.? 

Answer. What was it? 

Mr. Pierson. November of 1995. November 8, 1995. 

The Witness. Not that I recall. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you ever have any discussions with Mr. Trie about an individual 
named Wang Jun, W A-N-G, J-U-N, attending a Presidential coffee? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Have you ever had — have you ever met a Wang Jun? 

Answer. I have not. 

Question. Have you had any conversations with him? 

Answer. I have not. 

Question. Do you know who he is? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Question. How many times do you recall being contacted by Mr. Trie or one of 
his representatives in 1995 and 1996? 

Answer. I don’t recall one contact. 

Question. You don’t recall any contacts at all? 

Answer. That’s correct, I don’t recall any. 

Question. Have you ever met an individual named Antonio Pan? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no, the name is not familiar. 

Question. Do you know whether Mr. Trie was ever invited to use the President’s 
box at the Kennedy Center? 

Answer. Not that I know. 

Question. Just generally speaking, was Mr. Trie considered a member of the 
Trustee Program? 

Answer. Yes. The time I was there, he was. 
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Question. And covering the entire time you were employed by the DNC, do you 
recollect, and this is personally, any interaction with Mr. Trie at all? 

Answer. I saw Mr. Trie at some of our events. I think that was the limit of our 
interaction. He may have stopped by the DNC — he did stop by the DNC a few times 
where I would say hello, chat with him for a few minutes. But I was primarily not 
a major contact of his at the DNC, so I didn’t have many conversations with him. 

Question. Who did Mr. Trie contact at the DNC? 

Answer. My recollection is that the majority of his contacts were, I believe, with 
Mr. Mercer. 

Question. Do you know whether he had contacts with Mr. John Huang? 

Answer. Whether who did? 

Question. Mr. Trie. 

Answer. I have no knowledge if he had contacts or not. 

Question. Do you know of any situations in which Mr. Trie contacted any mem- 
bers of your staff? 

Answer. Meaning Ms. Braziel, Ms. Burke? 

Question. Correct. 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Mr. Wilson. I’m providing the witness with a document which is marked F 
0015575. It’s dated, or at least there is a number at the top, 7-21. It says, “Notes 
for Ari.” 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. And if you would, there’s an arrow pointing to an entry about halfway 
down the page? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. It’s an arrow that was on the document as produced to us, and it says, 
“Charlie Trie has 4 SP and 2 WH,” dash, dash, “is this right? I” — question mark. 
“I thought it was 4 total,” question mark. 

Do you know what this means? 

Answer. My understanding what this document looks like is — it was regarding the 
events at the convention. Anne Braziel, myself, Nancy Burke worked in coordinating 
some of the hotel accommodations for trustees at the convention. Two of the hotels 
that we worked with were Sutton Place and the Whitehall Hotel in Chicago. So my 
read of this would be that, as it says, Charlie Trie has four Sutton Place rooms and 
two Whitehall rooms. Is that right? I thought he only had four rooms. That was 
her — this looks like a document that would have been put together by Ms. Braziel. 
She was sort of coordinating the hotel efforts hand on. 

Question. Do you recall providing any assistance for Mr. Trie at the convention? 

Answer. Not as an individual; provided assistance to trustees collectively. I don’t 
recall specific assistance to Mr. Trie. 

Question. Do you know whether he made any requests of you — of you? 

Answer. Not that I have knowledge of that I recall, no. 

Question. Did he make any requests of any of the people that you were working 
with at the convention? 

Answer. Well, it looked, from this document, it looks like he made hotel requests, 
which we probably assisted him with. Other requests are not familiar to me. 

Mr. Wilson. This document is marked Exhibit AS-6. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-6 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did Mr. Trie ever discuss his desire for appointment to a commission 
or board, a Federal commission or board, with you? 

Answer. I don’t recall any discussion about this. 

Question. Do you know of any conversations in which Mr. Trie’s name was 
brought up in conjunction to possible appointment in a commission or a board? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Did you know that Mr. Trie was interested in being appointed to a Fed- 
eral commission or board? 

Answer. I think I’ve learned that information subsequent to the campaign in some 
of the news accounts of it, but not that I recall. 

Question. Did you ever have any discussions about Mr. Trie with the White House 
Office of Presidential Personnel? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Do you know whether either yourself or any individuals in your office 
were contacted by the White House Office of Presidential Personnel about Mr. Trie? 

Answer. I don’t recall any contacts, no. 
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Question. Do you know of anybody else at the DNC who was contacted about Mr. 
Trie by the White House Office of Presidential Personnel? 

Answer. Not that I recall or have any knowledge of, no. 

Question. Do you know of Mr. Trie ever making a contribution to the DNC before 
1994? And I’m just asking you, when — I mean, the question really should be, do you 
recall when Mr. Trie first made a contribution to the DNC? 

Answer. My recollection is that Mr. Trie was a member of the Trustee Program 
and returned to the DNC. Whether that was through contributions or funds raised, 
I don’t recall. 

Question. Have you ever met an individual named Tony Shsu, S-H-S-U? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Have you ever heard of an organization called the Chy Corporation, C- 
H-Y Corporation? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know Pauline Kanchanalak? 

Answer. Yes, I do. 

Question. When did you first meet Ms. Kanchanalak? 

Answer. I believe I met her in the ’92 campaign, somewhere when I was serving 
as a fund-raiser in the Mid-Atlantic region. 

Question. Do you recall where you met her? 

Answer. I don’t recall the circumstances of meeting her. I know that she was in- 
volved with some of the events in some of the fund-raising we did in the D.C. metro 
area. 

Question. Do you recall whether she was a contributor, a financial contributor, in 
1992? 

Answer. That would be my, in retrospect, reflection now, my understanding why 
I would have met her, because she was a contributor. 

Question. Did Ms. Kanchanalak or her sister-in-law Mrs. Kronenberg or any of 
her employees ever contact you or anyone in your office while you were an employee 
at the DNC? 

Answer. The second time or any time? 

Question. Actually, let’s — we’ll break that down. The first time you were at the 
DNC, and I’ll ask you 

Answer. I believe I had some contacts with her during the time. I don’t recall the 
context of them. But she was an individual who we may have asked her to partici- 
pate. I can’t remember the contacts because I didn’t do that year, but I don’t know. 

Question. And turning to the second stint, your second stint at the DNC, do you 
recall whether she or her sister-in-law or any of her employees contacted you? 

Answer. I did have some contact with Pauline and with Ms. Kronenberg. 

Question. And do you remember the context of any of those contacts? 

Answer. I remember few. One was a request by Ms. Kanchanalak to attend a 
luncheon that the White House was hosting with the Queen of Thailand. She want- 
ed to be — she requested me to assist her in being included in that event. I recall 
discussing with her an upcoming White House event which she was going to receive 
an invitation to. And I had a — my final contact with her was subsequent to the ’96 
election. She — we had a discussion about her contributions to the DNC at which 
time she inferred that they were not her contributions, but her mother-in-law’s con- 
tributions. 

Question. Do you recall whether you ever arranged for Ms. Kanchanalak to meet 
with administration officials? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Was it ever brought to your attention that Ms. Kanchanalak had an in- 
terest in the Bureau of Labor Statistics and becoming somehow involved with the 
Bureau of Labor Statistics? 

Answer. I don’t recall that at all. 

Question. Did you ever organize lunches for any DNC contributors at the White 
House Mess? 

Answer. I was aware that some lunches were attended by donors, but I’m trying 
to recall when I participated in setting them up, and I don’t. 

Question. Do you have any recollection of — of Ms. Kanchanalak or Ms. Kronenberg 
attending a White House Mess luncheon? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Mr. Wilson. I provide the witness with a document which is marked F 0040590. 
It’s a memorandum to Mr. Swiller from Georgia Kronenberg, dated May 11, 1995. 

Mr. Pierson. My I make a suggestion that we mark the exhibit when you first 
identify the document. That way we will have a number we can refer to. 

Mr. Wilson. Certainly. I’ll mark this exhibit as AS-7. 

Mr. Pierson. Thank you. 
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[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-7 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. The part that I’m particularly interested in is the postscript at the very 
end of the memoranda which states, “On a different matter, please let me know the 
amount to reimburse you for the luncheon at the White House Mess which Susan 
Lavine has kindly organized for us.” 

Mr. Pierson. Have we established whether or not he’s seen this before? 

Mr. Wilson. I was just about to ask. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Are you familiar with this document, that exhibit? 

Answer. It’s not familiar to me. But 

Question. Do you recognize there’s a handwritten notation on the — towards the 
top of the first page that says, “File,” and that’s underlined? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Is that your handwriting? 

Answer. It looks like it is, yes. 

Question. Do you have any recollection of any discussions about Ms. Kronenberg 
providing reimbursement for a White House Mess lunch? 

Answer. It — it’s not familiar, no. 

Question. Do you know how — how you would have resolved the request that is 
made in the postscript? Do you recall passing this along to somebody else’s atten- 
tion? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. Did you ever have any involvement with people’s reimbursements for 
White House mess lunches that you remember? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Mr. Wilson. I have a document which is marked Exhibit AS-8, which is provided 
to the witness. It’s a memorandum to the file. It’s been premarked F 0018925. It’s 
from Mr. Swiller, and it’s regarding a conversation with Ms. Kanchanalak. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-8 was marked for identification.] 

Mr. Pierson. Can I see the last document, please, just for a moment? 

Thank you. Sorry. 

Mr. Wilson. Sure. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. The memo refers to a telephone conversation that you had with Ms. 
Kanchanalak on November 14, 1996. Do you know — assuming that the — the infor- 
mation contained is correct, did you, in fact, call Ms. Kanchanalak? 

Answer. My recollection is she called me. 

Question. And do you know why she called you? 

Answer. Yeah. The context of this memo, she had received some calls about con- 
tributions that were being indicated that she had made to the Party. She indicated 
to a reporter that they were, indeed, not her contributions, but that of her mother- 
in-law. I guess that became an issue because in our FEC reports or in our internal 
reporting, it was reflected that the contributions were under Pauline’s name and not 
Praitun’s name, which I believe is the name of her mother-in-law. So this was then 
a conflict which was brought to the attention of our press department, brought to 
the attention of our counsel, and my conversation clearly states, you know, the con- 
text of it — this document states the context of the conversation. 

Question. Do you know whether Ms. Kanchanalak called anybody else at the DNC 
before you to impart the information contained in this memo? 

Answer. Not that I have knowledge of, no. 

Question. Okay. Do you know whether she had any subsequent conversations with 
other DNC employees about the issues discussed in this memorandum? 

Answer. Not that I know of, no. 

Question. Do you know why she called you? 

Answer. I believe she had tried to call a few people at the DNC, and some others 
may not have been available. And I doubt if I was available. And the fact that I 
had been one of the many contacts of the DNC, she called me as well. 

Question. Prior to your telephone conversation on November 14th with Ms. 
Kanchanalak, were you under the impression that contributions that she had con- 
veyed to you were made by her? 

Answer. That was very clearly my understanding, yes, that the contributions she 
made were her contributions. 

Question. Had she ever told you that the contributions were made by her? 
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Answer. I don’t recall that as a topic of discussion in specific, no. 

Question. Did Ms. Kanchanalak, during the discussion on November 14, make any 
reference to Ms. Kronenberg’s contributions and the source of Ms. Kronenberg’s con- 
tributions? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Do you know whether the memo that we’re reviewing now embodies all 
of the things that Ms. Kanchanalak and you discussed, or were there other matters 
that you discussed during the telephone conversation? 

Answer. No, I believe this covers — the memorandum pretty well covers the con- 
versation, yes. 

Question. Did you ever, subsequent to your telephone conversation with Ms. 
Kanchanalak on November 14, ’96, did you review her past contributions to the 
DNC? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you prepare a memorandum or any written work product that came 
from that review? 

Answer. I don’t recall written work product, no. 

Question. Did you discuss this conversation with anybody else at the DNC? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And who did you talk with at the DNC about your November 14 con- 
versation? 

Mr. Pierson. Counsel, the DNC is not represented here. You may be inquiring 
into frivolous conversations, and the privilege may be waived, but we’re in a position 
where, if this — if you’re asking about conversations with counsel for the DNC, I’m 
going to have to instruct the witness that he’s going to have to decline to describe 
the content in order to reserve the privilege. It’s not ours, but it’s also not ours to 
waive. 

Mr. Wilson. I understand. 

Mr. Pierson. So any conversations you had with any lawyer for the DNC about 
this subject, you can describe who you talked to and that this was the subject, but 
beyond that, we’ll assert the privilege. 

Okay. Can you answer the question? 

The Witness. I had a conversation with the counsel. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. And the counsel is? 

Answer. Joseph Sandler. 

Question. Did you have any conversations with anybody else at the DNC about 
your conversation with Ms. Kanchanalak? 

Answer. As I recall, I had conversation with Mr. Sullivan and Ms. Supina, S-U- 
P-I-N-A. 

Question. In your conversations with Mr. Sullivan and Ms. Supina, did they indi- 
cate to you whether they were under the expression that Ms. Kanchanalak was 
making the contributions personally? 

Answer. Yes, they were under the same impression I was, that her contributions 
were made personally. 

Question. Now, subsequent to the conversation, you indicated that you did check 
into Ms. Kanchanalak’s previous contribution history. Did you accumulate any ma- 
terials at this time? 

Answer. I recall reviewing some of the past check tracking forms that were at- 
tached to contributions she had made, yes. 

Question. Did you create a file and put the information into a — into an individual 
file? 

Answer. I don’t recall the creation of a file. I recall reviewing the documents. 

Question. The document we’re reviewing now is — has a title which is “Memo- 
randum to the File.” Do you recall where it — where you put this document after you 
had drafted it? 

Answer. I — my recollection is that I submitted it to our legal counsel. 

Question. Did you keep a copy of this document for your own files? 

Answer. I believe I may have, yes, as I said earlier, and it would have been in 
the files under “trustee donor,” so I probably put it in the Kanchanalak file. 

Question. Did you provide a copy of this document to anybody else at the DNC, 
apart from Mr. Sandler? 

Answer. I may have — as I recall, I reviewed the document with Mr. Sullivan, but 
I don’t recall providing him an individual copy. 

Question. Did you transmit this document to anybody outside of the DNC, give 
it to anybody outside of the DNC? 
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Mr. Pierson. Other than counsel? 
The Witness. No. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. When you looked back over Ms. Kanchanalak’s previous contribution 
history, did you come across any indication of the material that she communicated 
to you during your conversation on November 14th, any indication that she had 
communicated to anybody that she would not be making the contributions in her 
own name? 

Answer. No, I did not. 

Question. When — when Ms. Kanchanalak mentioned to you that she had made an 
arrangement with Mr. Riser during 

Mr. Pierson. Raiser. 

Mr. Wilson. Raiser. Thank you. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question [continuing]. During the 1992 campaign, did she tell you whether this 
was communicated to anybody else at the time? 

Answer. My recollection is that she indicated it was just a discussion between the 
two of them, and that was the limit of the communication. 

Question. And do you know what position Mr. Raiser had in 1992? 

Answer. Mr. Raiser was one of the two finance cochair’s for the Clinton for Presi- 
dent campaign. He was based in Washington, D.C. 

Question. Now, you’ve indicated that you had discussions with Mr. Sandler about 
your telephone conversation from November 14th. What did you tell Mr. Sandler? 

Mr. Pierson. We have to assert the privilege. And it’s — it’s only because we’re 
preserving it for the DNC. It’s not our privilege to waive. 

Mr. Wilson. So it’s fair to assume that anything related to the context of Mr. 
Sandler will be covered by — you will assert privilege over it at this time? 

Mr. Pierson. Yes, on this topic. 

Mr. Wilson. Sure. 

Mr. Pierson. And I should tell you that there are circumstances on the Senate 
side in which the DNC has waived the attorney/client privilege, but since I don’t 
know what those are, and I don’t know what the attitude towards the House side 
is 

Mr. Wilson. Right. 

Mr. Pierson. — I just have to preserve the privilege. 

Mr. Wilson. Certainly. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Have you had any subsequent conversations or conversations subse- 
quent to November 14 of 1996 with Ms. Kanchanalak? 

Answer. No, I have not. 

Question. Do you know where she called from? The memo says Thailand, but do 
you know where in Thailand she called from? 

Answer. No I don’t. 

Question. Did she indicate to you whether she intended to return to the United 
States at any time? 

Answer. I don’t recall that being part of the discussion. 

Question. Did she discuss with you why she was in Thailand? 

Answer. I don’t recall that either. 

Question. After the November 14 conversation, did you communicate the contents 
of the telephone conversation to Ernst & Young, the accounting firm conducting the 
background review of campaign contributions? 

Answer. As I stated earlier, I don’t recall having any contact whatsoever with any 
member of Ernst & Young. 

Question. Do you know whether anybody else at the DNC communicated the con- 
tents of your telephone conversation with Ms. Kanchanalak to Ernst & Young? 

Answer. Not that I have knowledge of. 

Question. Did you discuss with Mr. Sullivan or Ms. Supina whether anybody 
should communicate the contents of your telephone conversation with Ms. 
Kanchanalak to Ernst & Young? 

Answer. That was never part of a discussion as I recall. 

Mr. Pierson. Can I have just 2 minutes to talk to Minority counsel just outside 
in the hallway? It will take 2 minutes. 

Mr. Wilson. Yes, if we can go off the record. 

[Discussion off the record.] 
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[Brief recess.] 

Mr. Wilson. Back on the record, please. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you know John Huang? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. When did you first meet Mr. Huang? 

Answer. I believe I first met Mr. Huang during the 1992/93 Inaugural Committee, 
my service there. 

Question. When did you first hear about Mr. Huang? 

Answer. Probably prior to that, part of my responsibility is we’re coordinating lists 
of the top fund-raisers and contributors for — across the country, for the finance de- 
partment of the Inaugural Committee. I believe that’s when I probably first ran 
across the name. 

Question. Did you ever have any contacts with Mr. Huang while he was employed 
by LippoBank in California? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. Let me restate. I believe that my contacts with him 
during the Inaugural, my understanding is that he may still at that time have been 
an employee of the bank. 

Question. Were — were those social contacts, or did you have any fund-raising con- 
tacts with him? 

Answer. He assisted in a contribution that I believe came from the LippoBank or 
from him for part of the events going on during the Inaugural Committee, so — as 
far as fund-raising, that was the context of it. 

Question. Did you speak with anybody regarding Mr. Huang’s appointment to 
the — his position at the Commerce Department? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Did you have any contacts with Mr. Huang while he was at the Com- 
merce Department? 

Answer. I don’t recall the specific conversations, but I believe I did have a contact 
with him. 

Question. Did he contact you this period? 

Answer. I believe I made the initial outreach to Mr. Huang in the context of my 
returning to the DNC in ’93, ’94. 

Question. And if you could describe in more detail the reason for your contacting 
him? 

Answer. Mr. — My — there are two contacts. My recollection is that Mr. Huang had 
been a fund-raiser for the ’92 campaign effort. I called him, I believe, to secure from 
him any names that I may then reach out to in the context of my position at the 
DNC, and also his wife was a contributor to the party at that time, but lived in 
California. So I may have made contacts to him in reference to his wife’s participa- 
tion with the party. 

Question. Did you — have you ever communicated directly with Mr. Huang’s wife? 

Answer. I have met her. I’ve talked to her. 

Question. Where have you met her? 

Answer. I met her at functions in Washington, galas. 

Question. Did you ever seek Mr. Huang’s assistance in setting up meetings while 
he was at the Department of Commerce? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Did you ever contact Mr. Huang about arranging for individuals’ partici- 
pation in trade missions while he was at the Department of Commerce? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. How did Mr. Huang come to be hired as a fund-raiser at the DNC? 

Answer. I only know what I’ve learned in the last few months. I don’t — didn’t 
know the context then. So if you want me to reflect upon what I 

Question. If you would. What do you know now about Mr. Huang’s coming to be 
hired as a fund-raiser at the DNC? 

Mr. Lu. And you want his recollection even if it’s from news accounts? 

Mr. Wilson. Well, I would like to know what he knows now, yeah. 

Mr. Lu. Okay. 

The Witness. As I said, my recollection is what I’ve heard in the news, that Mr. 
Huang was brought to the attention of Mr. Sullivan by I believe it was Mr. Ickes 
or someone else that he was someone interested in assisting in fund-raising. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Were you aware of — of Mr. Huang meeting with individuals at the DNC 
just prior to his being hired at the DNC as a fimd-raiser? 
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Answer. No. I — not that I recall. 

Question. Did you ever see him over at the DNC prior to his being offered the 
position as a fund-raiser of the DNC? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Did Mr. Huang ever visit you at the DNC? 

Answer. Prior 

Question. Prior to his becoming a member of the fund-raising staff? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Did you ever visit Mr. Huang at the Department of Commerce? 

Answer. No I did not. 

Question. Did Mr. Huang ever speak with you about his becoming a member of 
the fund-raising staff at the DNC prior to his becoming a member of the fund-rais- 
ing staff? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. When Mr. Huang was hired by the DNC, did you ever have discussions 
with him about fund-raising staff training? 

Answer. He and I individually? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Did you ever have any discussions with Mr. Huang about the law as 
it applies to fund-raising in political campaigns? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Do you know whether he was given instructions on the law as it per- 
tains to fund-raising and political campaigns? 

Answer. I don’t recall his specific tutoring of those laws. We, on a — maybe once 
a year, as a finance staff got together and briefed in a group. But I don’t know of 
John receiving any specific individual instruction on the law. 

Question. Do you recall ever — do you recall ever attending any seminars or in- 
structional meetings about the law and campaign financing with Mr. Huang? 

Answer. I don’t recall if Mr. Huang was at any of them. My recollection would 
be that he would be, because the whole staff was invited to them. But Mr. Huang 
traveled a bit, so I don’t know if he was at the ones which I attended. 

Question. Did Mr. Huang ever seek your advice or counsel on any campaign con- 
tributions that he was soliciting? 

Answer. No, he did not. 

Question. Did he — did he ever discuss with you — did he ever discuss with you 
your fund-raising activities? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. He — but — I was being the director of the Trustee 
Program, he may have had individuals who he solicited contributions that made 
them trustees, then he would then provide myself with those names. That would 
sort of be the context. 

Question. Aside from the transmission of the name and the check and basic infor- 
mation about the contributor, did you have any discussions with Mr. Huang about 
any individuals who were being solicited for campaign contributions? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. 

Question. Do you remember whether he ever sat down with you and had a con- 
versation about what he was doing as a fund-raiser at the DNC? 

Answer. I don’t recall it. 

Question. Do you recall whether you called him and asked him things about — how 
his job was going or what he was doing as fund-raiser for the DNC? 

Answer. I don’t recall that type of conversation. 

Question. Is it — is it fair to characterize, then, your recollection is not having any 
contacts with Mr. Huang at all on any substantive issues while he was employed 
at the DNC? 

Answer. We had social contacts, but substantive, that’s correct. 

Question. Do you know anything about Mr. Huang’s compensation at the DNC? 

Answer. Only what I’ve read subsequent to the campaign in the news. 

Question. Prior to November of 1996, did you know anything about Mr. Huang’s 
compensation? 

Answer. I remember knowing that he was a compensated employee and wasn’t 
in the position as a volunteer, but I didn’t know the sum that he was being com- 
pensated. 

Question. Did you know — did you know whether there was an agreement to sup- 
plement his compensation, depending on how much — how many contributions he 
raised? 

Answer. I had no knowledge of that. If I had, I would have asked for it for myself. 

Question. Were you ever involved with Mr. Huang in setting up fund-raising 
events? 
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Answer. The only context I can think of was when we worked — when the finance 
staff as a team worked on the large gala. He and I directly on one specific event, 
no, there was never an occasion with just the one of us. 

Question. And that was the 1996 gala that you’re referring to? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Were you aware of any controversy within the DNC regarding Mr. 
Huang’s being involved in setting up events that included the President? 

Answer. Not prior to November of ’96. 

Question. Did any of your DNC colleagues have discussions with you about Mr. 
Huang’s job performance while he was a fund-raiser at the DNC? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Did you ever have any communications with White House employees 
during which you discussed Mr. Huang’s performance as a DNC fund-raiser? 

Answer. No, I don’t recall any. 

Question. Did you have any conversations with any employees of other executive 
branch agencies during which you discussed Mr. Huang’s fund-raising responsibil- 
ities? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. 

Question. Did Mr. Huang ever request you to provide him with lists of contacts 
in order for him to approach people to solicit donations? 

Answer. I believe it — we may have discussed a list of California contributors, but 
I don’t recall him requesting contacts from me to provide them. 

Question. Did you ever provide him with any information? 

Answer. I believe we had a discussion on who were active trustee participants 
from California, since he had participated in that region. 

Question. Did you send him anything written following this discussion? 

Answer. I may have provided him a copy of the State lists for California of trust- 
ees. 

Question. Did Mr. Huang specifically request information about California? 

Answer. I can recall that Being a — a discussion in the context that he had been 
active in California fund-raising prior. 

Question. Did you ever send Mr. Huang a list of all of the trustees or managing 
trustees at any time when he was a fund-raiser at the DNC? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. 

Question. Do you know whether he ever requested such a list? 

Answer. I have no recollection of such request. 

Question. Did — are you aware of any contacts between Mr. Huang and any of the 
individuals that you have named as being part of your office staff? 

Answer. No, I’m not aware of contacts. 

Question. Did Mr. Huang ever share any information with you? Did he ever pro- 
vide you with a list of individuals or names? 

Answer. I don’t recall ever getting names from him. 

Question. Do you recall ever receiving any information from Mr. Huang? 

Answer. As I mentioned earlier, in the context of being a trustee director and pro- 
viding people that made the requisite contribution, that was the context, I believe, 
the information he provided me. 

Question. Did he ever provide anything other than a check and a check tracking 
form, if indeed he provided you that? I mean, did you receive checks and check 
tracking forms from Mr. Huang? 

Answer. No. I never received checks from Mr. Huang. I don’t remember the for- 
mat he used to provide the names and addresses. They may have been photocopies 
of check tracking forms, or he may have typed out a list, but I don’t recall. 

Question. Now, why would Mr. Huang have occasion to provide any information 
to you? 

Answer. All fund-raisers provided the trustee department with information of, you 
know, as I stated earlier, people who had raised the requisite amount of money or 
contributed, so that they were correctly listed, properly listed on our trustee list. So 
in that context, he would have had provided that information. 

Question. Did he send you the check tracking forms of all of the people that he 
solicited contributions from? 

Answer. No, he did not. 

Question. Did he — did he send you check tracking forms from a number of individ- 
uals from whom he solicited contributions? 

Answer. As I stated earlier, I don’t recall how he provided the information for the 
trustee lists, whether it was photocopies of tracking forms or if it was a typed list. 
People provided that information to my department both ways. Some just gave us 
an additional photocopy, others would do a more thorough-type list, and I don’t re- 
member how John, Mr. Huang provided that information. 
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Question. Do you recall whether he ever provided for you additional biographical 
information on any individuals? 

Answer. I don’t recall that. 

Question. Did you ever participate in any discussions with DNC colleagues about 
whether Mr. Huang was providing information sufficient to provide the FEC with 
the required information on campaign donors? 

Answer. I don’t recall such discussion. I don’t recall. 

Question. Do you know whether Mr. Huang traveled out of the United States 
while he was employed as a fund-raiser at the DNC? 

Answer. I have since read about that since the November election, but prior to 
that I did not know that. 

Question. Do you recall any discussion about Mr. Huang traveling prior to — and 
this — this I’m asking for your recollection. Prior to November 1996, do you recall 
any discussions relating to Mr. Huang and his travel schedule? 

Answer. No, I don’t recall any. 

Question. Do you know who would have approved Mr. Huang’s travel requests? 

Mr. Pierson. Any travel requests? 

Mr. Wilson. Correct. 

The Witness. No, I — in the context of how I would do it, it would be the finance 
chairman or the finance director. I don’t know if it was the same for John, but I — 
I don’t know how he had his travel approved. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. And does your answer indicate that that’s the process that you would 
follow 

Answer. Un-huh. 

Question [continuing]. When you were seeking 

Answer. Correct. 

Question [continuing]. Travel approval? 

Answer. Correct. The process I assume most finance staff proceeded with. 

Question. What did you have to do to obtain approval for travel? 

Answer. Generally, you didn’t have to obtain it, you were told that you were going 
somewhere, so you needed to just fill out a form that was then submitted to the 
person who had purchased the tickets with your times and dates of departure. 

Question. Do you know whether Mr. Huang ever solicited contributions — strike 
that question, please, was there a system at the DNC to keep track of how much 
individual fund-raisers raised? 

Answer. I don’t know if there was a system set up for that, but you could run 
that, my understanding, through the AS400. And as we looked at documents earlier, 
where it said “fund-raiser,” you could, I believe, sort by that field and get a list run 
of who was involved in raising what funds. 

Question. Do you recall ever seeing a list of the aggregate contributions raised by 
Mr. Huang? 

Answer. No, I don’t recall ever seeing that. 

Question. Did you ever print up for yourself a list of the aggregate contributions 
for which you were named as the fund-raiser? 

Answer. I would have to request that, because I wasn’t familiar with running the 
lists on the AS400 system. 

Question. Did you ever request that for yourself? And I’m speaking about for your- 
self as the fund-raiser, not Mr. Huang at all. But did you ever request that you run 
a list of all of the contributions that you were listed as the fund-raiser of? 

Answer. I never requested it. I recall seeing one, but it was not at my request. 

Question. Where did you see the one that you recall seeing? 

Answer. I believe Ms. Stirk may have had a copy of it. 

Question. Do you know if she — why she would have had a copy of it such a list? 

Answer. I don’t recall. No. 

Question. Do you know whether spreadsheets indicating aggregate contributions 
produced by individual fund-raisers were printed up for everybody? 

Answer. I have no knowledge of that. 

Question. The printout that you just mentioned with aggregate contributions 
wherein you were listed as the fund-raiser, did that include all of the years for your 
emplo 3 Tnent as a fund-raiser at the DNC? 

Answer. I believe it was — as I recall, it was in — sometime in ’95, so it included 
the year and a half prior to it. 

Question. Did anybody at the DNC ever tell you that Mr. Huang might be accept- 
ing contributions from non-U.S. citizens? 

Answer. No. I don’t recall ever having such a discussion. 
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Question. Did anybody from outside the DNC ever tell you that Mr. Huang might 
be accepting contributions from non-U.S. citizens? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Do you recall any discussions during which it was suggested that Mr. 
Huang might be accepting contributions from non-U.S. citizens? 

Answer. No. I don’t recall it. 

Question. Do you recall when you last had personal contact with Mr. Huang? 

Answer. I believe it was sometime during the summer of ’96. 

Question. Did you ever visit him in his offices when he was a DNC fund-raiser? 

Answer. As I recall, he did not have an office. It was sort of in a cubicle area. 
And I may have visited him and seen other people or — but I don’t recall him having 
a physical office space. 

Question. Where was the cubicle located? 

Answer. My recollection is it’s in the basement level of the DNC. 

Question. And where was your office? 

Answer. On the third floor. 

Question. And the cubicle that Mr. Huang used, what office was it attached to? 
Or who was — who had the other cubicles around that cubicle? 

Answer. The — what we call like the road staff, the road fund-raisers, people who 
travel in and out from events around the country. There was an area where they 
had a desk for a little while while they were in town . 

Question. Were you aware if Mr. Huang had an office at another location in Wash- 
ington? 

Answer. I was not aware of that. 

Question. Do you know if anybody at the DNC has been in contact with Mr. 
Huang subsequent to November of 1996? 

Answer. I don’t know of any contacts. 

Question. Have you had any contacts with Mr. Huang since November of 1996? 

Answer. I have not. 

Question. Did you ever have any discussions with Mr. Huang as to why he left 
the Department of Commerce? 

Answer. I don’t recall such a discussion. 

Question. Did you ever express any concern to either Mr. Huang or DNC col- 
leagues about a fund-raiser at the Sheraton Carlton Hotel in Washington, D.C., that 
Mr. Huang was an organizer of? 

Answer. I don’t recall the event. 

Question. Did you know of the event at the time? 

Answer. It does not sound familiar. 

Question. Were you aware of Mr. Huang’s participation in organizing a fund-raiser 
at the Shilla temple in California? Were you aware prior to 19 — to November of 
1996 about this particular fund-raising event? 

Answer. I was not. 

Mr. Wilson. I’ve provided the witness with a document which has been marked 
exhibit AS-9. It was premarked with a Bates number that was cut off in the copy- 
ing process, not cut off by us, but cut off by the people that copied it before it was 
transmitted to us. Its Bates Number begins DNC 312837, and then the other num- 
bers are obscure. It’s titled “DNC Finance Executive Summary,” and there’s a hand- 
written notation on the bottom. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-9 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you recognize the handwriting on this? 

Answer. I do. 

Question. You do. 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. And whose handwriting is that? 

Answer. To me it looks like the handwriting of mat Gobush Matt Gobush. 

Question. And who is Mr. Gobush? 

Answer. He had served at some — for some time as the staff assistant for the trust- 
ee program. 

Question. What is the TRULIST? 

Answer. It would it would be trustee list. My recollection would be an abbrevia- 
tion for trustee list. 

Question. And do you know why this notation has been written on this document? 

Answer. No, I don’t recall. 

Question. Was — was Mr. Huang a member of the Trustee Program prior to his 
going to the Department of Commerce? 
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Answer. My recollection was that he was on the trustee list when I returned to 
the DNC in November of — in December of ’93. 

Question. And do you recall whether his name was taken off the trustee list? 

Answer. I recall that he may have — in looking at this, he may have lapsed as a 
trustee, because he did not maintain the level of contribution or fund-raising nec- 
essary to be a trustee. So, you know, it would lead me to think that this was then — 
he was then deleted from the trustee list, because he was no longer an active partic- 
ipant at the requisite level. 

Question. Do you know if anybody contacted him to attempt to obtain from him 
requisite contributions to get him back on the trustee roster? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. When — when Mr. Huang was an employee of the DNC, were you aware 
of whether he had any relationship with Charlie Trie? 

Answer. I did not know if they had or did not have a relationship. 

Question. Do you know whether they ever had worked together on a fund-raising 
issues? 

Answer. Not that I’m — not that I have specific knowledge of, no. 

Question. Did Mr. Trie in any of his conversations with you ever mention Mr. 
Huang to you? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Did Mr. Huang in any conversations with you mention Mr. Trie? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. 

Question. I would like to go off the record if we could. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

[Lunch recess, 1:00 p.m.] 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. If we could go back on the record, please. 

Have you ever met Johnny Chung? 

Answer. I have. 

Question. And where have you met Mr. Chung? 

Answer. I met him at a few events we did while I was at the DNC, and I also 
met him when he came to the DNC. I visited with him there. I also paid a visit 
to his office in California. 

Question. When did you visit his office in California? 

Answer. It was while I was working on an event in California in spring, I think 
either late March-April of 1995. 

Question. And why did you visit his office? 

Answer. I was responsible for a fund-raiser that we were working on in California, 
in Los Angeles, so I was contacting all of the trustees who had been supportive in 
the past, trying to get their support for that event, or to identify other individuals 
who may also want to be supportive. 

So in that context, I contacted all the trustees on the list, and Johnny was one 
of many who I visited with. 

Question. What was the fund-raiser that you were working on? 

Answer. We did a high dollar couples events at the home of Steven Spielberg that 
the President attended. The contributions were made to the DNC for those who at- 
tended. 

Question. And when you visited Mr. Chung, what did you discuss at his office? 

Answer. I remember discussing a few things. I remember he had an office that 
had pictures of Mr. Chung and every elected official I think since Lincoln on the 
walls. Republican and Democrat, and I mean we discussed the fund-raiser. I remem- 
ber he was bringing additional couples and I told him that that would require addi- 
tional contributions for the event. 

Question. Do you recall how much Mr. Chung contributed to that event? 

Answer. My recollection is he made one individual check contribution of $125,000. 

Question. And how many individuals did he take as guests to that fund-raiser? 

Answer. I believe total there were three couples, he and his wife included. 

Question. When you visited him at his office, was it a few days before the fund- 
raiser you are speaking of, or was it well in advance of the fund-raiser you are 
speaking of? 

Answer. I was only in California about two weeks prior to the event, and it was 
in that time frame, so in the two weeks prior. 

Question. Did Mr. Chung ever visit you in your office at the DNC? 

Answer. Yes, he did. 

Question. And approximately how many occasions did Mr. Chung visit you in your 
office? 
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Answer. We had — no visits were necessarily scheduled for me. He would come to 
the DNC on occasion by himself or with a few individuals and would stop by. So 
I would say maybe three or four times that he stopped by my office to say hello 
while he was visiting the DNC. 

Question. On these occasions, did he ever bring other individuals with him? 

Answer. On a couple I recall he did. 

Question. Who did he bring with him on the visits he made to your office? 

Answer. I remember him — I don’t remember the individuals, but I remember him 
identifying them as being partners of his or business associates. 

Question. And did he discuss what their businesses were? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Do you have any general recollection of what the individuals that came 
with him to your office did for a living? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Question. Approximately how many contributions — actually, if you could, just de- 
scribe the various contributions that you solicited from Mr. Chung? 

Answer. I don’t recall other contributions that I solicited directly from him. That 
was the major contribution that I was involved with. There are other people who 
worked with Mr. Chung. I am trying to think — I don’t remember dates and other 
contributions, that is one that sticks out, the one I described earlier. 

Question. Who else at the DNC worked with Mr. Chung? 

Answer. Mr. Sullivan, Mr. Fowler, Mr. Fowler’s executive assistant, Carol Khare. 
Those were the primary contacts. 

Question. Do you know whether Mr. Chung ever contacted members of the staff 
in your office? 

Answer. No, I believe he dealt with me in my department. 

Question. Did you keep a trustee file for Mr. Chung? 

Answer. I am sure it was included with the other members of the trustees, yes. 

Question. Do you recall the contents of this file? 

Answer. I assume like other files, it would have, as I discussed earlier, copies of 
checks, tracking forms, a bio. If we sent letters or correspondence to him, we may 
have kept a record of those. 

Question. Do you recall whether you kept any photographs of Mr. Chung with 
other dignitaries? 

Answer. I don’t recall keeping any photographs at all of any individuals, so I don’t 
think I would have any. 

Question. Did you, prior to November of 1996, have any misgivings about Mr. 
Chung as a contributor? 

Answer. No, I did not. 

Question. Had you ever asked anybody to perform any background research on 
Mr. Chung? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Did you ever receive any background research about Mr. Chung? 

Answer. I don’t recall that. 

Question. From other offices? 

Answer. No, I don’t recall ever receiving any. 

Question. How frequently would you communicate with Mr. Chung? 

Answer. It was sporadic. I tended to communicate with him closer to an event 
that may be in California that he would be interested in participating in, and at 
that time I could contact him maybe two or three times in the weeks prior. Other 
than that, it was infrequent. Once every other month would be a high number, I 
think. 

Question. I have a document which I will mark Exhibit AS-10. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-10 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. I will provide that for the witness. It is a memorandum to Richard Sul- 
livan from David Mercer, and it is a list that had been requested purportedly by 
Mr. Sullivan for a Vice Presidential luncheon on 9-21, which is presumably 1994. 
The document is dated September 14, 1994. 

It mentions that this is a pool of some of the best raisers and writers to draw 
from. 

Do you recall ever having seen this document? 

Answer. I do not. 

Question. Was there a list kept of the more significant contributors or the best 
campaign solicitors from outside of the DNC staff that you were aware of in the 
DNC? 
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Answer. Not to my knowledge, no. 

Question. Did colleagues of yours at the DNC have any discussions with you about 
Mr. Chung and mention to you that he was one of the better or best fund-raisers 
from amongst contributors to the DNC? 

Answer. We discussed that he made large contributions. I don’t recall him being 
much of a fund-raiser. 

Question. Are you aware of Mr. Chung ever soliciting contributions from anybody 
else? 

Answer. Not that I can recall, no. 

Question. Is it fair to say then that your interactions with him led you to believe 
that he was contributing money merely himself and not soliciting funds from any- 
body else? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. Did you ever have any concerns that funds contributed by Mr. Chung 
might not be his own funds? 

Answer. No, I did not. 

Question. Did you ever have any conversations where anybody else at the DNC 
expressed concerns that funds contributed by Mr. Chung might not be his own 
funds? 

Answer. No, not that I can recall. 

Question. Did you ever have any conversations with anybody outside of the DNC 
about Mr. Chung’s fund-raising contributions? 

Answer. Not that I can recall, no. 

Question. Do you have any recollections of whether anybody at the White House 
ever contacted you to ask you any questions about Mr. Chung? 

Answer. No, not that I can recall. 

Question. Do you know whether anybody from any of the Executive Branch agen- 
cies contacted you and asked questions about Mr. Chung? 

Answer. I don’t recall that. 

Question. Do you recall any instances where Mr. Chung asked you to do anything 
for him? 

Answer. No, I don’t recall specific instances. I recall — Johnny — Mr. Chung was al- 
ways concerned with receiving photographs of events, so he was always calling after 
events to get — to expedite sort of getting him photographs of himself with the dig- 
nitary at the event. I5ut those were the events that come to mind. 

Question. Did you ever help to arrange for Mr. Chung to meet with any adminis- 
tration employees? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. 

Question. Did you ever receive any requests from Mr. Chung about government 
trade missions? 

Answer. No, I did not. 

Question. Did Mr. Chung ever mention John Huang to you? 

Answer. I don’t recall that in any conversation, no. 

Question. Do you recall whether you ever made any requests of any White House 
employees on behalf of Mr. Chung? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. 

Question. Were you aware in 1995 that Mr. Chung and a number of Chinese busi- 
nessmen attended a Presidential radio address? 

Answer. I have subsequently found out about it, but at the time I didn’t. I don’t 
have a recollection of knowing about it. 

Question. Do you recollect any conversations wherein somebody else might have 
mentioned Mr. Chung’s attendance at a radio address with the President? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. In the subsequent knowledge that you have gained about this particular 
event, did you know — do you know any of the individuals that Mr. Chung attended 
the radio address with? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. Had you ever met any of those individuals? 

Answer. I may have, but none of the names are familiar to me. 

Question. Were you aware of any requests being made by anybody at the DNC 
of the National Security Council about Mr. Chung? 

Answer. No, I was not. 

Question. Did anybody ever mention to you prior to November of 1996 that Mr. 
Robert Suettinger had once described Mr. Chung as a hustler? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Were you ever aware that — did anybody ever suggest to you that Mr. 
Chung had ever been approached by either White House or DNC employees in con- 
junction with contributions to retire debts from the White House Christmas party? 
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Answer. That is not something I am familiar with, no. 

Question. I am providing the witness with a document marked Exhibit AS-11. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-11 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. This is addressed to Mr. Johnny Chung. It is dated August 21, 1995, 
and the signature blocks are those of Richard Sullivan and Mr. Swiller, and the text 
of the letter is one sentence: “Thought you would be interested in the enclosed.” Do 
you have any recollection of signing this letter? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Question. Do you have any recollection of this letter at all? 

Answer. No. 

Question. This takes me away from Mr. Chung for a moment, but did you keep 
copies of signed letters in your files? 

Answer. On occasion. As I referred to earlier, and this may be a case of it, we 
would send letters accompanying photographs from events that were DNC-spon- 
sored events in which donors would attend the event with the President. This may 
be such a case where enclosed items were photographs. 

Question. Did you personally keep a correspondence file of all the correspondence 
that you sent out to individuals? 

Answer. I didn’t, because the scale was so high, and, you know, it was letters like 
these which really were one sentence, two sentence letters. It would have been, I 
think, a wasteful exercise. 

Question. What types of signed correspondence would you keep? 

Answer. I would once in awhile keep similar correspondence like these or letters 
of invitation to an event. I would sometimes keep those on file because people would 
sometimes say they never received them and I could refer back to the reference 
point. 

Mr. Lu. Before we move away from this document, I think all of us concede the 
document is unsigned. I just want the record to be clear that is an unsigned letter 
and there has been no testimony it was even sent out. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Were you aware or have you ever been aware that Mr. Chung spoke 
with Richard Sullivan about going on a trade mission to China with Commerce Sec- 
retary Ron Brown? 

Answer. That is not something that is familiar to me, no. 

Question. I am providing the witness with a document marked Exhibit AS-12, 
which is a March 1, 1995 dated document to Kathleen from Richard Sullivan/Ari 
Swiller. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-12 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you recall ever having seen this document before? 

Answer. I don’t recall it. 

Question. The memo refers to a planned meeting between — or a meeting requested 
by Mr. Chung. Do you know whether this meeting ever took place? 

Answer. I can’t say for certain. 

Question. Did you typically prepare briefing materials for Chairman Fowler or any 
other DNC employees involving meetings with individuals who were trustee mem- 
bers? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you recall ever participating in any meetings with Mr. Chung and 
Chairman Fowler? 

Answer. I can — there is one that comes to mind, yes. 

Question. Do you remember when that meeting was? 

Answer. I believe it was sometime in 1995. I don’t remember the exact date. 

Question. And what was discussed at that meeting? 

Answer. The reason why it comes to mind, I remember Mr. Chung informing Mr. 
Fowler that he was going to make a personal effort to try to win the freedom of 
a gentleman named Harry Wu, I believe — Henry Wu or Harry Wu. At the time he 
had become imprisoned and it was a highlighted case by the Chinese government. 

Question. And do you recall what Mr. Fowler said in this meeting? 

Answer. I don’t recall what he said to Mr. Chung. I recall afterwards we were 
sort of in disbelief at Mr. Chung’s idea that he could play a role. But I am sure, 
you know, Mr. Fowler was pleasant in his conversation with him. 
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Question. Do you have a recollection of the sense of what was communicated to 
Mr. Chung? 

Answer. I am sure Mr. Fowler thanked him for his support of the DNC and 
wished him luck in his endeavors, but I don’t recall any offer of support from the 
DNC, because we never got involved in those sorts of affairs. 

Question. Do you know whether Mr. Fowler told Mr. Chung that the DNC would 
not be supportive of Mr. Chung’s endeavors? 

Answer. I think it was understood. I don’t remember him directly saying that. 

Question. Do you know if Mr. Chung met with Richard Sullivan and Chairman 
Fowler at any time in 1995 at the White House mess? 

Answer. I don’t have recollection of such a meeting, no. 

Question. You had mentioned earlier that Mr. Chung had made — I should ask you 
this, because I don’t recall exactly what you said. But did Mr. Chung ever contact 
you specifically about obtaining photographs that had been taken with himself and 
other individuals? 

Answer. Yes, he did. 

Question. Did he ever contact you in regard to photographs that were taken of 
himself and business associates at the Presidential radio address? 

Answer. No, he did not, that I recall. 

Question. Do you recall which photographs he did contact you about? 

Answer. The photographs I recall being requested were ones in connection to the 
event where I solicited the contribution from Mr. Chung at the home of Mr. 
Spielberg. 

Question. Do you recall any other requests from Mr. Chung about photographs? 

Answer. No, that is the one that comes to mind. 

Question. Did Chairman Fowler or Richard Sullivan ever request that you find 
photographs involving Mr. Chung? 

Answer. Not that I can recall, no. 

Question. Did you ever provide photographs for Mr. Fowler or Chairman Dodd or 
Mr. Sullivan for their review prior to their being sent out to individuals? 

Answer. Not as far as Mr. Fowler or Mr. Dodd. On occasion if I couldn’t identify 
certain people in a group of photos I was given, I would ask Mr. Sullivan for his 
input on who they might be. But I don’t recall ever being requested to provide them 
with photos, no. 

Question. I will ask the same question for after photographs have been sent out. 
Did anybody after the fact ask you to find a photograph or track down a photograph 
that had been sent out previously to an individual for purpose of reviewing the pho- 
tograph? 

Answer. “Anyone” meaning? 

Question. I apologize, “anyone” meaning Chairmen Dodd, Fowler, or Mr. Sullivan? 

Answer. Mr. Sullivan may have. I don’t recall requests like that ever coming from 
Mr. Fowler or Mr. Dodd. 

Question. Do you know an individual whose name is Sheng Huaren, S-H-E-N-G 
H-U-A-R-E-N? 

Answer. The name is not familiar to me, no. 

Question. Are you familiar with the China Everbright Group? 

Answer. I am not. 

Question. Do you recall whether you have ever heard that name before? 

Answer. I don’t recall hearing it before, no. 

Question. Do you recall ever having heard the name of a Mr. Qiu Qing, which is 
spelled Q-I-U Q-I-N-G? 

Answer. No, I don’t recall that name. 

Question. Have you ever met Roger Tamraz? 

Answer. Yes, I have. 

Question. Where have you met Mr. Tamraz? 

Answer. I met Mr. Tamraz for the first time at the Democratic National Com- 
mittee. 

Question. Was this the convention or a meeting? 

Answer. At the committee. At the headquarters. 

Question. Okay. And what was the occasion of meeting Mr. Tamraz? 

Answer. I had, as my department often did, sent solicitations to businesses across 
the country informing individuals and corporations about the program and encour- 
aging them to support it. In response to that, I received a call from a partner of 
Mr. Tamraz who indicated to me that he or his partner were interested in partici- 
pating at the trustee or possibly the managing trustee level and wanted to come 
to Washington to discuss that. 

Since the level is high, they had offered to come to Washington, I asked to set 
up a meeting with Mr. Fowler at the DNC. The person who came representing the 
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company was Mr. Tamraz, and that is the first time I met or spoke to him, was 
when he came to the DNC. 

Question. The initial contact from Mr. Tamraz or his associate, what was the form 
of that contact? 

Answer. They phoned me. 

Question. And do you recall when Mr. Tamraz came and met with you? 

Answer. It was in July of 1995. 

Question. How long was the meeting after the telephone call took place? 

Mr. Pierson. Are you talking about the meeting in Chairman Fowler’s office? 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. No, let me clarify this, because I don’t want to muddy this issue. Is it 
correct to say that you met with Mr. Tamraz, just the two of you the first time? 

Answer. That is not correct. 

Question. Okay. Just if you could, just explain. Mr. Tamraz came in and met with 
yourself and other individuals. Who were the other individuals? 

Answer. His initial meeting was with myself and Chairman Fowler, and after that 
meeting, there was immediately following a follow-up meet with myself and Mr. 
Tamraz which Mr. Pastrick attended part of. 

Question. And the first meeting, where did that occur? 

Answer. In Mr. Fowler’s office at the Democratic National Committee. 

Question. And where did the second meeting occur? 

Answer. It occurred in an office adjacent to mine that was used — that was set 
aside for the finance chairman. 

Question. Did you ever prepare any memoranda about the initial meeting with 
Mr. Tamraz? 

Answer. I don’t recall in this case the memoranda I proposed for this meeting, 
but it was customary that I did provide a little bit of information. 

Question. I will provide the witness with a document which was marked Exhibit 
AS-13. If you could take a minute just to look at this. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-13 was marked for identification.] 

Mr. Pierson. For the record, counsel, this is several documents. The first one is 
DNC 3116350. The last one is DNC 3116355. They appear to be sequential. 

Mr. Wilson. Just to clarify, it appears the last two pages of the document may 
be out of sequence, 55 followed by 54. I just want to check that you have the same. 

Mr. Pierson. Mine are in sequence. 

Mr. Wilson. Okay. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. The first page of that which I provided you has just the handwritten 
notation “Roger Tamraz” on it. Do you recognize this writing? 

Answer. I do not. 

Question. Turning your attention to the document marked DNC 3116354, which 
is a memo from Mr. Sullivan, Mr. Swiller, to Roger Tamraz, it discusses contribu- 
tions and the date is March 28th, 1996. Do you recall preparing this memorandum? 

Answer. I recall being asked for the information on this memorandum, correct. 

Mr. Pierson. That wasn’t what he asked you. He asked you whether you prepared 
it. 

The Witness. I don’t believe I prepared this memorandum. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you supply the information that is in this memorandum? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who asked you for that information? 

Answer. My recollection is that Mr. Sullivan did. 

Question. Did you keep records of contributions that Mr. Tamraz made to organi- 
zations other than the DNC? 

Answer. Yes, I did. 

Question. And for what purpose did you keep such records? 

Answer. To keep a sum of contributions Mr. Tamraz made to Democratic affiliated 
campaigns. 

Question. Who provided you with this information? 

Answer. In the case of a lot of these contributions, Mr. Tamraz forwarded them 
to the DNC office. 

Question. What did Mr. Tamraz forward to the DNC office? 

Answer. The contributions. 
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Question. And by that do you mean he actually forwarded a check directly to the 
DNC office? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. And in situations like that, what would the DNC do with those things? 

Answer. They tended to be sent to the entity that they were directed to with an 
accompanying letter. 

Question. Were records of those contributions kept by the DNC? 

Answer. I believe in some cases they were, yes. 

Question. And how were the records kept? 

Answer. My recollection is that there was a list comprised by a woman named 
Theresa Stark of contributions sent to DNC that were for entities that weren’t the 
DNC. 

Question. Do you know whether this information was entered in the AS 400 com- 
puter database? 

Answer. I don’t know for certain, no. 

Question. Did Mr. Tamraz ever discuss with you campaign contributions? 

Answer. Yes, he did. 

Question. Did you have discussions about campaign contributions to entities other 
than the DNC? 

Answer. Yes, I did. 

Question. Did you provide any recommendations as to whom he should make cam- 
paign contributions? 

Answer. Yes, I did. 

Question. Why did you — the campaign contributions, just referring to the ones on 
the memorandum we are examining, the March 28, 1996 memorandum, why did you 
suggest that Mr. Tamraz contribute to the entities listed on this memo? 

Answer. I don’t recall the exact conversation on the ones that sit on this memo. 

Question. Had you ever received instructions from any other DNC employees as 
to where campaign contributions might be made? 

Answer. From Mr. Tamraz? 

Question. From anybody, other than the DNC. 

Answer. Yes, I did. 

Question. Who would give those instructions? 

Answer. The ones I recall were either Mr. Fowler or Mr. Sullivan. 

Question. Did you ever receive any memoranda that outlined these types of in- 
structions? 

Answer. Not that I can recall, no. 

Question. Is your recollection that the communications you had were solely 
verbal? 

Answer. Yes, that is correct. 

Question. Did you discuss these particular contributions with Mr. Tamraz? 

Answer. The ones listed on the memorandum? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. I don’t recall a specific discussion of these. 

Question. Did you forward this memorandum to Mr. Tamraz? 

Answer. I did not forward it to him. 

Question. Do you know whether Mr. Sullivan is responsible for forwarding this to 
Mr. Tamraz? 

Answer. My only recollection is he requested some of the information. I don’t 
know if it was then forwarded. 

Question. Do you know why it was suggested that he provide a contribution to 
the Virginia Democratic Party? 

Answer. I recall there being a request that he provide it to the Virginia Legisla- 
tive Campaign Committee in connection with the ’95 election cycle, but I don’t recall 
that specific to the Democratic Party contribution. 

Question. And was that information communicated to you or the suggestion that 
Mr. Tamraz — if you could just state again, who was it that suggested to you that 
Mr. Tamraz might make a contribution to the Virginia Democratic Party? 

Answer. My recollection is that direction came from Mr. Fowler. 

Question. Do you recall whether you had a meeting with Mr. Fowler to discuss 
where campaign contributions should be directed? 

Answer. I don’t recall a formal meeting. I recall sort of a meeting in passing. 

Question. Do you know if Ms. Khare, Carol Khare, was in contact with Mr. 
Tamraz at any time in 1996? 

Answer. I don’t know for certain, no. 

Question. Did you ever discuss Mr. Tamraz with anybody at the DNC except for 
Mr. Sullivan and Mr. Fowler? 

Answer. I discussed with Mr. Pastrick and Marvin Rosen. 
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Question. The meeting that you earlier described between Mr. Fowler, Mr. 
Tamraz and yourself, do you recall the date of that meeting? 

Answer. I don’t recall an exact date. I believe it was in July of 1996. 

Question. Do you recall how long the meeting lasted? 

Answer. I believe it was a half-hour to 45 minutes. 

Question. And what was discussed at that meeting? 

Answer. I remember that Mr. Tamraz stated that he was very interested in being 
supportive of the President and of the party, that he was encouraged by the Presi- 
dent’s policies. He went on to describe how he wanted to be financially supportive. 

Mr. Fowler thanked him for that. Mr. Tamraz went on to discuss and provided 
a copy of a Newsweek article, I believe he had the magazine with him, which talked 
about a pipeline construction that his company was undertaking in Russia, and I 
remember him describing that the project hadn’t physically started, but that the 
steps to get it were well on their way, and that he had many corporate clients who 
were supporting his effort. He was just informing us of sort of who he was and what 
his business was. 

Question. Do you know how many times Mr. Fowler met with Mr. Tamraz? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Question. If you could just — the document I provided you earlier, which was pro- 
vided because I believe it came from a file of some sort, you have indicated that 
you don’t recognize the handwriting on the first page of it, but the second page, the 
third page and the fourth page have what appear to be a memorandum to Mr. 
Fowler from Alejandra Castillo. If you could take just a moment to review that 
memorandum. 

Mr. Pierson. For the record, these are pages DNC 3116351 through 6353. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you receive a copy of this memorandum? 

Mr. Pierson. At any time before 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. At — well, I must be clear on this. Did you receive a copy of this memo- 
randum at any time in 1995? 

Answer. I don’t recall specifically receiving it. 

Question. Do you recall receiving a copy of this memorandum at any time before 
November of 1996? 

Answer. I don’t recall a specific time of receiving it. 

Question. But do you recall whether you did receive this memorandum? 

Mr. Pierson. Before the election? 

Mr. Wilson. Before the election. 

The Witness. I don’t recall a certain time of receiving it, no — or receiving it. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. The third page of this memorandum, in the second paragraph, in the 
conclusions section, states that, in a conversation held with Ari Swiller yesterday, 
Mr. Tamraz has expressed his desire to contribute $300,000 to the DNC. Did you 
speak with Ms. Castillo about your meeting with Mr. Tamraz? 

Answer. I recall having discussions with Ms. Castillo about Mr. Tamraz. I don’t 
recall the specific discussions. 

Question. Do you recall what she asked you? 

Answer. I think she was inquiring whether I knew some of the information that 
has been provided in this document, and I believe it may have been the context of 
my discussion with Mr. Tamraz. 

Question. The first paragraph of this conclusion section on the third page of the 
memorandum indicates that it is clear that Mr. Tamraz has several problems pend- 
ing before the international business community. Did Ms. Castillo discuss with you 
any of the specifics of what she knew about Mr. Tamraz? 

Answer. I remember either seeing in news articles or hearing from her some of 
the items that are brought up in this document that refer to business problems or 
problems pending in the international business community. 

Question. In the first paragraph of the memorandum, in what is the second sen- 
tence, it states, as a potential managing trustee member, Mr. Tamraz’ business 
dealing may have potential, if not definite — if not definite political and ethical impli- 
cations on the DNC fund-raising operations. 

Did you have any discussions with anybody at the DNC prior to November of 1996 
about the implications Mr. Tamraz’ business dealings might have for the DNC? 

Answer. I believe I did, yes. 
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Question. And who did you talk to? 

Answer. I believe I talked to Ms. Castillo and possibly — my recollection would be 
Mr. Sullivan or Mr. Pastrick. 

Question. And what was discussed when you spoke with Ms. Castillo? 

Answer. As I stated earlier, some of the concerns that she highlights in this memo 
I think are part of that discussion. 

Question. Now, had she communicated these concerns to you for the first time? 
You had not heard of these concerns before she spoke to you; is that correct? 

Answer. As I recollected — in reflecting, that’s correct. I may have seen articles. 
I don’t know the timing — if I saw the articles, we had the discussion, she brought 
them up with the articles. I don’t remember the sequence, but — I didn’t have a long- 
standing prior knowledge, no. 

Mr. Pierson. May I have a moment, please? 

[Witness conferring with counsel.] 

Mr. Pierson. If you would like to add to your answer please. 

The Witness. Yes. Mr. Tamraz, during our discussion, mentioned — I’m sorry, dur- 
ing my meeting with Mr. Fowler and Mr. Tamraz, he mentioned sort of in passing 
that he had a controversial background, which is something that I think came up 
in discussions following with Ms. Castillo — in the following conversations that I may 
have had with other DNC folks, that we mentioned that as well. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Prior to your meeting with — the first meeting with Mr. Tamraz, a meet- 
ing that Mr. Fowler attended, did you yourself do or did you request anybody else 
to do any background research on Mr. Tamraz? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Did you communicate to anybody the nature of the controversial back- 
ground that you just mentioned Mr. Tamraz brought to everybody’s attention? 

Answer. I don’t remember him — sorry. Restate the question. 

Question. My understanding from what you just said was that Mr. Tamraz him- 
self brought up controversial background in your meeting with yourself and Mr. 
Fowler. Once you learned of that during that meeting, did you bring that to anybody 
else’s attention? 

Answer. I don’t recall specifically doing that. I may have brought it to the atten- 
tion of Ms. Castillo as she was preparing this memo. In follow-up, I may have also 
mentioned it to Mr. Pastrick following our meeting with Mr. Tamraz, that he had 
mentioned something about this. 

Question. Did Ms. Castillo tell you or mention to you that she was preparing a 
memorandum about Mr. Tamraz? 

Answer. I don’t remember her telling me before preparing it or providing it and 
saying, I have a memorandum. I don’t remember there being a sequence where she 
first informed me and then provided it. 

Question. Did you provide her with any information prior to the drafting of this 
memorandum? 

Answer. In my conversation, I may have referenced the article in NewsWeek 
which Mr. Tamraz had referenced in his discussion with Mr. Fowler and I, and I 
may have had some discussion with her about the context of our conversation with 
Mr. Fowler. 

Question. Had you seen the NewsWeek article? 

Answer. Not prior to my meeting with Mr. Tamraz. 

Question. After you met with Mr. Tamraz, did you see that NewsWeek article that 
you just discussed? 

Answer. He had it in the meeting. 

Question. Did he provide a copy of the article to you? 

Answer. I believe he left a copy, yes. 

Question. Do you recall whether he left any other material or information? 

Answer. Not that I remember, no. 

Question. Did you have any discussions with Ms. Khare about Mr. Tamraz’ back- 
ground? 

Answer. I don’t recall any discussions with Ms. Khare, no. 

Question. Do you know whether Ms. Khare made any inquiry’s about Mr. Tamraz’ 
background of anybody else other than yourself? 

Answer. Not that Tm aware of, no. 

Question. Do you know — do you have any knowledge of whether this memo- 
randum was circulated to anybody other than the addressee of the memorandum, 
other than to Mr. Fowler? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 
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Question. Do you know if Mr. Tamraz had subsequent discussions with either 
yourself or Chairman Fowler about his oil pipeline proposal? 

Answer. I don’t know of his discussions with others. I do not recall any discussion 
with me about the pipeline following that initial conversation. 

Question. Do you know if Chairman Fowler ever offered any assistance to Mr. 
Tamraz in meetings with the Federal officials? And I ask that in terms of did you 
know that before November of 1996? 

Answer. No, I did not. 

Question. Did Chairman Fowler tell Mr. Tamraz or discuss with Mr. Tamraz con- 
tributions to the DNC at the meeting you attended with the — the first meeting you 
attended with Chairman Fowler and Mr. Tamraz? 

Answer. Did Mr. Fowler discuss it? 

I think Mr. Fowler thanked him for Mr. Tamraz’ willingness to be supportive. I 
recall that during — the figures and how contributions were made were not discussed 
at that time. 

Question. Is it correct to say that, at that point, Mr. Tamraz had not made a con- 
tribution to the 

Answer. That’s correct. 

Question [continuing]. To the DNC? 

Did you have — ever have any discussions with anybody at the DNC prior to No- 
vember 1996 of whether the — anybody in the Clinton administration was being sup- 
portive of Mr. Tamraz’ oil pipeline project? 

Answer. I don’t — no, I do not. 

Question. Did you ever talk to anybody in the administration — and by that I mean 
any executive branch or agency officials, nonDNC employees — about the Tamraz oil 
pipeline proposal? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Did you ever get any requests from anybody else outside of the DNC 
prior to November of 1996 about the Tamraz oil pipeline project? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Did you ever have any discussions about Mr. Tamraz being banned from 
a commerce trade board? 

Answer. I’m not familiar with that. No. 

Question. Do you know if Ms. Khare had any discussions with Department of 
Commerce Employees about Mr. Tamraz? 

Answer. Not that I’m familiar with. 

Question. Just referring back to the meeting between yourself and Mr. Fowler and 
Mr. Tamraz, what did Mr. Tamraz indicate that he was willing to contribute? 

Answer. During my meeting with he and Mr. Fowler, there was — no indication 
was made. 

Question. Was there any discussion at that meeting of contributions to entities 
other than the DNC? 

Answer. There was not. 

Question. Do you know why Mr. Fowler later communicated that some of Mr. 
Tamraz’ contributions would be — it would be appropriate to have them routed to 
other entities than the DNC? 

Answer. My understanding in the case of the Virginia legislative campaign com- 
mittee - or council — it was designated there because their election was — they had 
a ’95, an off-year election. So there was a certain urgency to support their campaign 
effort. 

Question. And what about the Louisiana contribution? Was there a reason for 
that? 

Answer. I don’t recall. 

Question. Do you know if anybody other than Ms. Castillo in the format of the 
memorandum that we’ve just been discussing brought any concerns about Mr. 
Tamraz to Mr. Fowler’s attention? 

Answer. Not that I’m aware of, no. 

Question. Did anybody communicate concerns about Mr. Tamraz to you directly? 

Answer. Other than in conversations with Ms. Castillo I’m not aware — I don’t re- 
call anyone else communicating concerns. 

Question. Once — once Mr. Tamraz did make his contributions, is there any one 
person that was designated the primary contact between the DNC and Mr. Tamraz? 

Answer. Initially, I was his contact. But subsequent to my first few contacts with 
him, I think he began to work more exclusively with Marvin Rosen. 

Question. And in light of the concerns that Ms. Castillo outlined in her memo- 
randum to Chairman Fowler, did you think it was appropriate for the DNC to ac- 
cept contributions from Mr. Tamraz? 

Mr. Pierson. Can I just interpose an objection? 
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Mr. Wilson. Sure. 

Mr. Pierson. We’ve got a temporal disconnect. He was — he can tell you that he 
saw the Castillo memorandum. So he can’t tell you that, in light of what’s in the 
memorandum, he thought anything. But I know he has some substantive testimony 
to give to you on the subject, so I don’t want to interrupt your line of questioning 
here. 

Mr. Wilson. Right. 

Mr. Pierson. I just think the two don’t connect. 

Mr. Wilson. I understand. 

examination by MR. WILSON: 

Question. Given your communications with Ms. Castillo about Mr. Tamraz, did 
you have any concerns about Mr. Tamraz contributing to the DNC? 

Answer. I recall having some reservations, yes. 

Question. Did you communicate those to anybody? 

Answer. I believe I communicated them to Ms. Castillo. I may have communicated 
them to Mr. Sullivan. 

Question. And did you tell anybody else about your concerns? 

Answer. Maybe Mr. Pastrick. But I’m not even sure there. But those would be 
the people, I think. 

Question. Did you ever speak with Sheila Heslin or anybody else at the National 
Security Council about Mr. Tamraz? 

Answer. I’m not familiar with her. I don’t recall any conversations that I had with 
people at the National Security Council, no. 

Question. Prior to 19 — November of 1996, do you recall anybody contacting you 
about Mr. Tamraz? 

Answer. Anyone? 

Question. And — I’m puposefully being very broad. Anybody from 

Mr. Pierson. Outside the DNC? 

Mr. Wilson. Yeah. Outside the Democratic National Committee. 

The Witness. Outside — I don’t recall, outside of the people we’ve discussed, any- 
one making inquiries of me of Mr. Tamraz. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Apart from the — the communications that we’ve just discussed with Ms. 
Castillo, did you ever hear anything about Mr. Tamraz seeking political leverage to 
advance his oil pipeline proposal? 

Mr. Pierson. Up to the election? 

Mr. Wilson. Prior to November, 1996. 

The Witness. No, I don’t recall asking for a leverage. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Were you in contact with Mr. Tamraz after the — after the meeting with 
Chairman Fowler and Mr. Tamraz and yourself? 

Answer. Yeah, immediately following the — that meeting, Mr. Tamraz — as I stated 
earlier, Mr. Tamraz, Mr. Pastrick and myself had a separate meeting where we dis- 
cussed contributions more directly. 

Question. Do you know if Mr. Tamraz attended DNC events at any time after your 
initial contact with him? 

Answer. Yes, I believe he did. 

Question. Do you know what events he did attend? 

Answer. I can’t recall the specific events, but I do recall seeing him at events. I 
don’t know which ones exactly. 

Question. What type of events do you recall seeing him at? 

Answer. Fund raisers. Fund-raising galas with dinners. 

Question. Do you know — did you know, prior to November, 1996, whether Mr. 
Tamraz met with nonDNC officials or government employees after the time that you 
first met him and before November of 1996? 

Answer. No, I was not aware of it. 

Question. Did you ever have any discussions with Chairman Fowler about Mr. 
Tamraz visiting the White House? 

Answer. I don’t recall specific discussion regarding that, no. 

Question. Just very generally, do you have any recollection of — of Mr. Fowler dis- 
cussing Mr. Tamraz and attempts to meet with people in the White House? 

Answer. No, I don’t have any recollection of that. 

Question. Were you aware at any time before November, 1996, that the White 
House did have objections to Mr. Tamraz attending events in the White House? 
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Answer. No, I was not aware of that. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of meetings involving Mr. Tamraz and Mr. 
Sullivan and Marvin Rosen in October of 1995? 

Answer. I’m not aware of those specific — that specific time or meeting. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge, just in a general sense, of Tamraz meeting 
with Richard Sullivan and Marvin Rosen? 

Answer. As I stated earlier, I was initially his contact at the DNC. But, soon 
after, his primary contact became Mr. Rosen; and I know that they he met or spoke 
on the phone on occasion. I don’t know the specific times or — or who else was in 
attendance, but I know that his primary contact became Mr. Rosen. 

Question. Are you aware of any telephone calls made by Mr. Fowler to employees 
of the National Security Council? 

Answer. Not prior to recent revelations of it, no. 

Question. Did — did Chairman Fowler ever ask for information about Mr. 
Tamraz — ask you for information about Mr. Tamraz after that initial meeting that 
you attended with Mr. Tamraz and Mr. Fowler? 

Answer. I don’t recall any requests, no. 

Question. Did Chairman Fowler ever communicate any concerns to you about Mr. 
Tamraz at any time after the initial meeting that you — that the three of you had? 

Answer. Not that I can recall, no. 

Question. Do you recall any discussions with Mr. Fowler about Mr. Tamraz or 
that involved Mr. Tamraz after your initial discussion or after your initial meeting? 

Answer. As I stated earlier, Mr. Fowler at some point had indicated to me that 
a — that I make a request of Mr. Tamraz to designate some of his contributions to 
Virginia legislative campaign. That’s a conversation that sticks to mind. Other con- 
versations, I don’t recall. 

Question. Do you recall whether there were any conversations? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Are you finished with this? 

Question. I think we are. Let me just have a quick review of it. 

Do you — do you recall whether you kept a file for Mr. Tamraz among your trustee 
files? 

Answer. I don’t — I — I’m sure I did. I don’t recall specifically, but he was a trustee, 
and we had files on all of them. Yes. 

Question. Do you know Eric Hotung? 

Answer. I know who he is. 

Question. Have you ever met him? 

Answer. No, I’ve not. 

Mr. Pierson. Counsel, when you come to a convenient stopping place, can we 
have several minutes, please? 

Mr. Wilson. Let’s go off the record. 

[Recess.] 

Mr. Wilson. If we can go back on the record, please. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Just one follow-up question on the materials we were discussing about 
Mr. Tamraz and Exhibit 13. If I could provide again the memorandum from Ms. 
Castillo to Chairman Fowler, the cc is to yourself and to Carol Khare. Why would 
Ms. Khare have received this memorandum? 

Mr. Pierson. If you know. 

Mr. Wilson. To the extent you know. 

The Witness. To the extent I know, she was Mr. Fowler’s executive assistant and 
sort of like an alter ego. She received some of the information Mr. Fowler received. 

examination by MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you know whether in Mr. Tamraz’ case she did any follow-up inves- 
tigation about Mr. Tamraz for Chairman Fowler? 

Answer. Ms. Khare? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. Not to my knowledge. 

Question. Did you ever speak with Mr. Hotung? 

Answer. No, I had never done that. 

Question. Had you ever received any contacts from Pat O’Connor about Mr. 
Hotung? 

Answer. No I have not. 

Question. Do you know Pat O’Connor? 

Answer. I do. 
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Question. And do you know what he does for a living? 

Answer. My understanding is he is an attorney and a lobbyist. 

Question. And how do you know Mr. O’Connor? 

Answer. He’s been a long-time Democratic fund-raiser and supporter. I’ve met him 
through DNC events and his support of the DNC and fund-raising efforts. 

Question. Has Mr. O’Connor ever had any official discussions with you outside of 
the social context because he — had you ever worked with Mr. O’Connor in an official 
capacity? 

Answer. I don’t believe I have, no. 

Question. Do you recall whether you helped to arrange any meetings for Mr. 
Hotung? 

Answer. No, I don’t recall that. 

Question. Have you had any interaction at all with Mr. Hotung? 

Answer. I have not. 

Question. Do you know either James or Mochtar Riady? 

Answer. I know who they are. 

Question. Have you ever met either James Riady or Mochtar Riady? 

Answer. I have not. 

Question. Have you ever spoken with either of them? 

Answer. I have not. 

Question. Have you ever been asked to arrange introductions for them to adminis- 
tration officials? 

Answer. I have not. 

Question. Do you recall ever having assisted them in any way? 

Answer. No, I do not recall that. 

Question. Do you know either Arief or Soraya Wiriadinata? 

Answer. I do not know them. They at some point became trustees, but I’ve never 
met with them or spoken with them. 

Question. Did you solicit contributions from them? 

Answer. Never. 

Question. Do you know who did? 

Answer. My recollection is that John Huang did. 

Question. Do you recall whether you’ve ever had requests to do anything for Mr. 
or Mrs. Wiriadinata? 

Answer. I don’t recall that at all. 

Question. Do you know Yogesh Gandhi? 

Answer. Only what I’ve read. I’ve never met him, and I’ve never been involved 
with him. 

Question. Have you ever been asked to assist him in any way? 

Answer. No, I’ve not. 

Mr. Wilson. I’ve given the witness a document that’s marked Exhibit AS-14. It 
is a letter to President Clinton from an individual named Richard Agins. It does not 
have Mr. Swiller’s name on it anywhere. If you could take just a moment to review 
this. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-14 was marked for identification.] 

Mr. Pierson. For the record, it is dated August 14, 1996; and it bears number 
EOP 05587. There may be another number, but that’s all that appears. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. This is a letter from an attorney in New York to President Clinton, and 
it discusses a purported arrangement between Chairman Fowler and an organiza- 
tion wherein Chairman Fowler was purportedly promised two videotaped addresses 
in exchange for a campaign contribution. Do you have any familiarity with the Her- 
mes Enterprises, Limited, organization? 

Answer. I do not. 

Question. Have you ever heard or seen the name Richard Agins, A-G-I-N-S? 

Answer. I have not. 

Question. Do you have any familiarity with a dispute involving a Greek-American 
group and either the President or the DNC? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know an individual named Ramesh Kapur? 

Answer. Yes I do. 

Question. Have you met Mr. Kapur? 

Answer. Yes, I have. 

Question. Where did you meet Mr. Kapur? 
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Answer. I don’t know the first time, but he was a trustee who I saw often at 
events. He visited the DNC a few times where I would see him. He also attended 
events around the country where I saw him. 

Mr. Wilson. I have provided the witness with a document which is marked Ex- 
hibit AS-16. It’s a fax cover sheet dated 7/18/95, marked with the Bates Number 
DNC 3235705. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-15 was marked for identification.] 

Mr. Wilson. It — the fax transmission 

Mr. Pierson. 5707. 

Mr. Wilson. Oh, pardon. Correct. Pardon. 

Mr. Wilson. The fax transmission indicates that there are five pages included 
with this sheet, and it’s my understanding that all we have received is a single page 
of a fax transmission cover. If you could take just a moment to look at that. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. The fax cover sheet indicates that there are two topics of discussion 
with Mr. Roger Johnson. Do you recall discussing with Mr. Kapur the contents of 
this fax cover sheet? 

Answer. No, I do not. 

Question. Do you recall — do you know whether you ever approached Roger John- 
son about arranging a meeting between himself and Mr. Kapur? 

Answer. I do not recall that at all. 

Question. Did Mr. Kapur discuss with you getting more Indian-Americans into 
high-level positions at the GSA? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. The second topic mentioned in this fax cover sheet is about preventing 
Indian-American businesses from being pigeonholed into smaller contracts when 
they are capable of handling larger contracts. Did Mr. Kapur have any discussions 
with you about this subject? 

Answer. No. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Do you recall receiving this fax transmission? 

Answer. I don’t recall. 

Question. Do you have any recollection of receiving a resume? This feix cover sheet 
indicates that a copy of a resume is attached to the fax. Do you recall receiving a 
resume from Mr. Kapur? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Question. Did 

Mr. Pierson. Excuse me just a minute. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you have any discussions with Mr. Kapur about meetings that he 
had with administration officials? 

Answer. No, I don’t recall it. 

Question. Do you recall ever assisting Mr. Kapur in setting up a meeting with any 
Clinton administration employee? 

Answer. No, I don’t recall it. 

Question. Do you recall receiving any requests from Mr. Kapur for assistance on 
any matter? 

Answer. Mr. Kapur would request special preferential seating at events we would 
do around the country. He would request — he was another person who requested 
photos and multiple copies of photos. That was probably the extent of the requests 
that I dealt with. 

Question. Do you recall whether you helped him with those requests? 

Answer. If those sort of requests — I probably would have helped, maybe not with 
the seat — giving him preferential seating, but I probably would have heard him out. 

Question. Do you recognize the handwriting on the document in front of you? 

Answer. I believe I do, yes. 

Question. And there is a note at the middle, in the middle on the right-hand side 
of the document; and I believe it says Ramesh requested trustee as well. Do you 
recognize that handwriting? 

Answer. No. I — if they’re the same handwriting, this one is more familiar to me. 

Question. And do you know whose handwriting is on the bottom right-hand sec- 
tion of the fax cover sheet? 

Answer. It looks to me like the handwriting of Anne Braziel. 

Question. Do you know whether Ms. Braziel ever scheduled meetings with admin- 
ister — between Mr. Kapur and any Clinton administration officials? 

Answer. Not that I can recall, no. 
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Question. Do you know an individual named Mansoor Ijaz? That’s I-J-A-Z? 

Answer. Yes, sir, I know him. 

Mr. Pierson. Ijaz. 

Mr. Wilson. I was going to help with the pronunciation of his name because I’m 
always sensitive to that. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Have you met with Mr. Ijaz? 

Answer. Yes, sir, I have. 

Question. Where did you first meet Mr. Ijaz? 

Answer. I believe I first met him with at a joint DNC-DCCC — D triple C — event 
in Washington. 

Question. And have you met with him on subsequent occasions? 

Answer. Yes, I have. 

Question. Wbere have you met him? 

Answer. I met with him in my office at the DNC. I met with him on occasion 
when I was working in New York in his office in New York, and he hosted a fund- 
raiser at his home with the Vice President. So I met with him at his home prior 
to the event. 

Question. Do you know if Mr. Ijaz ever met with Nancy Soderberg? 

Answer. Yes, he did. I believe he did. 

Question. Did you know that prior to November of 1996? 

Answer. Yes, I did. 

Question. Did you assist Mr. Ijaz in meeting with Ms. Soderberg? 

Answer. Yes, I did. 

Question. Did he request that you provide assistance in setting up a meeting? 

Answer. Yes, he did. 

Question. Why did he ask you to set up the meeting with Ms. Soderberg? 

Answer. Mr. Ijaz believed that he had some concerns that — about nuclear tech- 
nology development in Pakistan that he thought should be brought to someone’s at- 
tention. He was working international affairs there. 

Question. What is Mr. Ijaz’s business? 

Answer. My understanding is that he directs a large fund. He’s a fund manager. 
He raises large sums of capital and invests it. 

Question. Do you know if Mr. Ijaz has any business and trusts in Pakistan? 

Answer. Not that I’m aware of, no. 

Question. Did Mr. Ijaz ever discuss South Africa with you? 

Answer. I know that he had business trips there. That was the extent of the dis- 
cussion. 

Question. Do you know if he ever traveled to South Africa with a Commerce De- 
partment delegation? 

Answer. I don’t recall that. 

Question. Did Mr. Ijaz ever request your assistance in obtaining a space on any 
Commerce Department travel events? 

Answer. No, he did not. 

Question. Do you know whether Mr. Ijaz ever attended — well, do you know wheth- 
er he attended a Washington lunch with the Vice President and South African Vice 
President Mbeki? 

Answer. I believe he did attend that event, yes. 

Question. Did he discuss this event with you? 

Answer. I believe so, yes. 

Question. Did he ask for your assistance in obtaining an invitation to this lunch? 

Answer. Yes, he did. 

Question. Did you help him with this request? 

Answer. I believe I did, yes. 

Question. Who did you contact on his behalf, if anybody? 

Answer. I believe I contacted staff. I don’t remember the person — well, staff in the 
Vice President’s office. 

Question. Do you know whether you were — provided any indication of Mr. Ijaz’s 
request to any of your DNC collea^es? 

Answer. I may have mentioned it to Mr. Sullivan. 

Question. Did Mr. Ijaz speak with you about the Vice-Presidential lunch after the 
event? 

Answer. I believe he did speak with me, yes. 

Question. And what did he tell you? 

Answer. He was encouraged, thought it was a historic moment and was happy 
that he had the opportunity to be there. 
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Question. Do you know if Mr. Ijaz ever met with Chief of Staff Leon Panetta? 
Answer. Not that I’m aware of. 

Question. Do you know an individual named George Chu, C-H-U? 

Answer. I know he was a trustee. I know — I do not know him. 

Question. Have you ever spoken with him? 

Answer. I have not. 

Question. Do you — do you know who, in the DNC, was responsible for contacting 
Mr. Chu initially? 

Answer. My recollection — Mr. Chu, I think, lives in south San Francisco; and his 
contact was our fund-raiser for that area, a gentleman named Mark Thomann. 
Question. Have you had any correspondence with Mr. Chu? 

Answer. Correspondence similar that I would have with general correspondence 
to all trustees. 

Question. Did Mr. Chu ever make a request of you or your office? 

Answer. Not that I’m aware of, no. Not that I recall. 

Question. Do you know an individual named George Gruggiero? 

Answer. You can see that — I believe you may be referring to a gentleman named 
Joseph Ruggiero. If it’s an individual at the IMPAC Group. 

Question. It’s an individual at the IMPAC, yes. 

Answer. My contact there was a man named Joseph Ruggiero. 

Question. When did you believe you first met him? 

Answer. I believe I first met Mr. Ruggiero during the ’93 inaugural. 

Question. And did you have subsequent contacts with Mr. Ruggiero? 

Answer. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Wilson. I would like to provide the witness with a document. It’s marked Ex- 
hibit AS-16 and indicates very clearly that it’s Joe Ruggiero and certainly not 
George. The date of the document is April 3, 1996. It’s Bates Number DNC 3063532. 
Mr. Pierson. Through 34. 

Mr. Wilson. And subsequent pages, correct, through 34. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-16 was marked for identification.] 

Mr. Wilson. The first of the three pages that I’ve provided to you — actually. I’ll 
give you longer to look at it. 

The Witness. Okay. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. The first of the three pages I’ve given to you indicates that when you 
met with Mr. Ruggiero the previous year, which would have been 1995, Mr. 
Ruggiero had complained about his treatment from the DNC during the previous 
2 years. Do you have — do you know what this refers to? 

Answer. As I recall, Mr. Ruggiero was very insistent that the — that his participa- 
tion with the RNC, he received much greater access to President Bush and to ad- 
ministration officials, to Senators, to Members of Congress than he did with his con- 
tributions with the DNC. 

I remember him indicating that he was a member for what was called Team 100, 
which I believe was a top-level RNC contributor group, and that through his support 
of it had opportunities to have photos in the Oval Office with the President, was 
often included in small meetings with the administration officials, and that he felt 
that his support of the DNC, he did not receive the same response or access; and 
it was very discouraging for him. 

Question. Did you discuss Mr. Ruggiero’s complaints with Chairman Fowler? 

Answer. I believe I had conversations that sort of indicated things similar to these 
lines in the document. 

Question. The third page, the three documents I — the three pages I provided to 
you is what appears to be a letter dated March 8, 1996, from Chairman Fowler to 
Ambassador Shearer in Finland? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Question. Were you aware at the time that Chairman Fowler wrote to Ambas- 
sador Shearer? 

Answer. I was aware that a request was made for Mr. Fowler to write such a let- 
ter. I was not aware that a letter was sent or that it was ever completed. 

Question. Do you — do you have any knowledge of that which is referred to in this 
letter, which is a libel case involving the company. Integrated Control Systems, In- 
corporated? 

Answer. I recall there being a concern that his company was falsely being accused 
in Finland. But I don’t recall the greater details of it. 

Question. So it’s your recollection that this involved a legal lawsuit in Finland? 

Answer. That’s my recollection, yeah. 
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Question. Do you recall whether you had any subsequent conversations with Mr. 
Ruggiero or the other individual referred to in this letter, Mr. Erwin, or any other 
members of IMP AC Group about the libel case in Finland? 

Answer. No, I don’t recall that. 

Question. Did you make any contacts to Ambassador Shearer in Finland? 

Answer. No, I did not. 

Question. Do you know whether anybody else in the DNC made contact with Am- 
bassador Shearer? 

Answer. No. I don’t recall that. 

Question. One — just a question, a general question, about this particular letter. 
It is unsigned. Was it — was it a practice of — to the extent you have any knowledge 
at all, was it a practice of the DNC to retain unsigned correspondence in people’s 
personal files? 

Answer. It wasn’t a practice. 

Question. It wasn’t a practice. 

Mr. Pierson. Counsel, I do not want the assumption to remain in the record that 
this came from a file. It could well have come off a database. 

Mr. Wilson. It could, and I was actually going to follow up and ask that. It’s en- 
tirely possible that this is printed off of a computer database. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. And I’m just trying to get any elucidation on whether — in your case, I 
asked you earlier whether you kept signed correspondence; and you provided the an- 
swer for that. Do you know whether database files were purged in your computer 
system on a regular basis or whether they were retained just as a default mecha- 
nism in the computer system? 

Mr. Lu. Are you asking him whether he purged them or whether the system 

Mr. Wilson. No, no. Whether they were purged as a default mechanism of the 
computer system. Not whether Mr. Swiller had any part in doing any purging of 
any memorandum. 

Mr. Pierson. Do you understand that the question is asking whether it was done 
as part of a default mechanism? Not whether somebody came in and sat down and 
did it but whether the system had a purging mechanism within it? 

The Witness. Not that I’m aware of. 

examination by MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of a meeting between Ambassador — be- 
tween Chairman Fowler, John Huang and Ambassador March Fong Eu in April of 
1996? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. Did you ever receive any requests from Ambassador March Fong Eu? 

Answer. No, I did not. 

Question. Did you have any contacts with Ambassador March Fong Eu? 

Answer. I met her in 1992 during the campaign; but, following, I don’t think I 
ever saw or spoke to her again following the ’93 Inaugural. 

Question. Did you ever have any contacts with an individual named David Lai, 
L-A-I? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know Joe Giroir? 

Answer. I know who he is. 

Mr. Pierson. Have you met him? 

The Witness. I believe I have met him. 

examination by MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did Mr. Giroir ever contact you at the DNC? 

Answer. Never. 

Question. Have you ever met either Nora or Gene Lum? 

Answer. I have not. 

Question. Have you ever had any contacts with Nora or Gene Lum? 

Answer. I have not. 

Question. Are you 

Answer. Let me correct — may I? 

Question. Certainly. 

Answer. I may have — I knew their names because they had at some point before 
my return to the DNC — being trustees of the party, as I did with a lot of people 
who had stopped contributing, I frequently sent them requests to renew their con- 
tributions to the DNC. So I may — at some point, they would have been included in 
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that correspondence. But I had no conversations with them, no follow-up conversa- 
tions, and never spoke with them directly. 

Question. Do you know an individual named A1 Wong, W-O-N-G? 

Answer. I do not. 

Question. Do you know an individual named Ray McClendon? That’s M-C, capital 
C, L-E-N-D-O-N? 

Answer. The name is familiar. I believe he’s a member of a firm that was sup- 
portive of our efforts, but I don’t know him. 

Question. Do you recall any specific contacts between yourself and Mr. 
McClendon? 

Answer. No, I do not. 

Question. Do you know James Staffers, who is with the company, American Home 
Products? 

Answer. I don’t know him. I know that they were trustee-level contributors. I 
don’t recall ever meeting him or ever having any conversations with him. 

Question. Do you recall any requests that came from either Mr. Staffers or any 
other employee of American Home Products of you or your office? 

Answer. No, I do not. 

Question. Have you ever met James Belcher? 

Answer. I have never met him. 

Question. Mr. Belcher is with a number of companies. One is called Peat Rubber 
Company. Another is called N. R. Latex. Do you know of any contacts between Mr. 
Belcher and either yourself or your office? 

Answer. He became a trustee level contributor while I was at the DNC, so I as- 
sumed he received the similar correspondence that other trustees received after he 
became a trustee. 

Question. Did either Mr. Belcher or any other member of his — any of his firms 
contact you with any manner of requests in either 1995 or 1996? 

Answer. No. 

Let me correct that. A gentleman named Chris Martin, I was introduced to by 
an attorney of his, and he requested of me information about the trustee program, 
which I discussed with him, with Mr. Martin. 

Question. Did Mr. Martin contact you? 

Answer. A trustee in Connecticut introduced us. She introduced me to Mr. Martin 
under the pretense that he was interested or had a client that was interested in 
becoming a DNC supporter. 

Question. Where were you introduced to Mr. Martin? 

Answer. At the home of Sandra Murphey and Bill Bryant in Connecticut. 

Question. What was the circumstance of this meeting? 

Answer. They were hosting a fund-raiser for Senator Kennedy. They invited me 
to come so that — I had known Mrs. Murphey for a few years and her husband. She 
was — they were active contributors as well as fund-raisers. They invited me there 
because they thought that Mr. Martin had a client who would be interested in par- 
ticipating as a trustee and being that I was their trustee liaison, they thought it 
would be proper to make that introduction. 

Question. Did Mr. Belcher or one of his companies ultimately become a trustee 
participant? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you receive any communications about any of Mr. Belcher’s enter- 
prises subsequent to Mr. Belcher becoming a trustee participant? 

Answer. Not that I recall specifically, no. 

Question. Did you receive any requests regarding Mr. Belcher from any Congres- 
sional staff? 

Answer. Can you restate the question? 

Question. Did you have any contacts regarding Mr. Belcher or Mr. Belcher’s enter- 
prises with Congressional staff? 

Answer. Following the election, I was contacted by members of Senator Dodd’s 
staff, because there had been some concerns raised that Senator Dodd was involved 
in soliciting contributions from Mr. Belcher, and they were asking me sort of what 
I knew about Mr. Belcher and the history. That was the only Congressional contacts 
I think I had regarding that. 

Question. What did you tell them? 

Answer. As I recall, I had this first introduction with Mr. Martin, followed up 
with a phone call, maybe more than one phone call, which were not returned. And 
subsequently, not through any contacts of mine, Mr. Belcher became a trustee, and 
I never spoke to Mr. Martin or Mr. Belcher again. 
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Question. Did you make any telephone calls or write any letters or make any com- 
munications whatsoever on any matter that pertained to any of Mr. Belcher’s enter- 
prises? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. 

Question. Do you know who solicited the contributions from Mr. Belcher? 

Answer. My recollection is that Mr. Huang did. 

Question. And do you know anything about Mr. Huang’s solicitation of this con- 
tribution? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know whether Mr. Huang traveled to Connecticut to speak with 
Mr. Belcher? 

Answer. I did not know it at the time, but as I just stated, I had some conversa- 
tions about sort of how Mr. Belcher became involved. In that I found out Mr. Huang 
made that travel to Connecticut to meet with Mr. Belcher. 

Question. Did you have discussions with Mr. Huang about the solicitation of a 
contribution from Mr. Belcher? 

Answer. The only conversation I can recall is subsequent to an initial contribution 
from Mr. Belcher, I remember just acknowledging to Mr. Huang that I had met and 
associated with Mr. Belcher and Mr. Martin, and that that was the extent of my 
contact, serving knowledge that I guess I was encouraged that he finally made a 
contribution. 

Question. Did anybody — you mentioned one Congressional contact. Prior to your 
leaving the DNC in March of 1997, had anybody else contacted you about Mr. Belch- 
er or Mr. Belcher’s companies? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. No. 

Question. Have you heard of the Ellicott Machine Corporation? 

Answer. That is not familiar to me, no. 

Question. Or the principal of the Ellicott Machine Corporation, the CEO is a per- 
son named Peter Bowe, B-O-W-E. Do you know Mr. Bowe? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. Do you know Mark Nichols? 

Answer. Yes, I do. 

Question. And when have you met Mr. Nichols? 

Answer. I have. 

Question. Where did you first meet Mr. Nichols? 

Answer. At a DNC gala, I believe. 

Question. Do you remember when that was? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Question. Have you ever met with Mr. Nichols at the DNC? 

Answer. No, I have not. 

Question. Have you ever met with Mr. Nichols outside of social circumstances 
such as the DNC gala or fund-raising event? 

Answer. I have not. 

Question. Do you recall ever having helped Mr. Nichols set up meetings with any 
Clinton Administration employees? 

Answer. No, I do not. 

Question. Have you had any contacts with Mr. Nichols outside of the social meet- 
ing you described at the very beginning of this line of questions? 

Answer. I happened to have run into him at a DSCC event recently while I was 
in California, where it was a social visit. But I barely — I don’t recall it. 

Question. Did you have any discussion with him at that time? 

Answer. Yes, I did. 

Question. And what did you discuss? 

Answer. He — actually I recall now he requested of me if I could assist him in get- 
ting a photo of himself from an event with the President that took place in Los An- 
geles that I had actually worked on, which would be another event where I saw him, 
a fund-raiser in the fall of ’96, and he had remembered that — he remembered that 
he hadn’t received a photo, that I was at the event, and he asked if I could assist 
in getting him a photo. 

Question. Did you attend any meetings with Mr. Nichols and Chairman Fowler? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Are you aware of meetings between Mr. Nichols and Mr. Fowler? 

Answer. I can recall that he, Mr. Nichols, came to the DNC, but who he met with, 
I don’t recall if it was Mr. Fowler or not. 

Question. Earlier I asked you if you knew Mr. Patrick O’Connor, and you indi- 
cated that you did. Did Mr. O’Connor ever have any conversations with you about 
tribal, Indian tribal gaming concerns in Wisconsin and Minnesota? 

Answer. He did not. 
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Question. Did you ever have any discussions with Mr. O’Connor about any Indian 
tribal concerns? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did Mr. O’Connor ever ask for your assistance on any matter? 

Answer. No, he did not. 

Question. Prior to November of 1996, were you aware of any litigation involving 
a Chippewa Indian tribe in Wisconsin and Minnesota? 

Answer. I was not. 

Question. Were you aware, and again prior to November of 1996, that Chairman 
Fowler had been threatened with a subpoena and a lawsuit involving Indian tribal 
issues in Wisconsin and Minnesota? 

Answer. No, I was not aware of that. 

Question. Was there anybody at the DNC who was the principal contact between 
the DNC and Native American campaign contributors? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. 

Question. Do you remember any DNC fund-raisers being in contact with Native 
American fund-raisers, or Native American contributors? 

Answer. I had some contact with some, and I don’t — I think other staff fund-rais- 
ers in the field did, yes. 

Question. Did any Native American tribal representatives become trustees or 
managing trustees? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you recall who they were? 

Answer. Well, I think Mr. Nichols or his tribe contributed. Skip Hayward, who 
represented the Mashantucket Pequot tribe. The Sioux, the Saint Sioux tribe in 
Minnesota. I don’t recall at this time other tribes, but there may have been a few 
others that contributed at the trustee level. 

Question. Did you ever receive any requests from any of the individuals that you 
have just mentioned? 

Mr. Pierson. Of any kind? 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 


Question. Of any kind. 

Answer. Yes. Mr. Ha 3 rward had a representative, or his tribe had a representative 
named Chris McNeil in Washington, who I remember requested a meeting with 
chairman — through me with Chairman Wilhelm, and I can remember I attended, 
and with Chairman Fowler. 

Question. Do you remember what the meeting was about? 

Answer. The first meeting with Wilhelm? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. I remember they described the success of their casino, how they had — 
I remember what sticks out in my mind is that they referenced a number of like 
$140 million they had written to the State of Connecticut because they are a tribe. 
I remember their concern that they felt that they did not have a contact in the 
White House who was well versed on Indian, Native American, Indian concerns and 
issues. 

Question. And referring to the second meeting that you mentioned, what was dis- 
cussed at that meeting? 

Answer. I remember there being some follow-up to the original meeting, feeling 
that they had been supporters, but that these concerns that they laid out earlier 
had still not been addressed, tbat there were not people who understood their con- 
cerns. 

Question. Did you ever have any contacts with Tom Collier, either when he was 
Secretary Abbott’s chief of staff or when he was in private practice in a law firm 
in Washington? 

Answer. The name is familiar, but I don’t recall contacts with him. 

Question. Have you ever had any contacts with a woman named Gretchen Lerach, 
L-E-R-A-C-H? 

Answer. She was an employee at the DNC part of the time that I was at the DNC, 
yes. 

Question. Who did Ms. Lerach work for? 

Answer. My recollection is that she served as an assistant to the chief of staff, 
B.J. Thornberry, when she was employed at the DNC. 

Question. Do you know whether she was still employed at the DNC when you left 
in March of 1997? 

Answer. No, I believe she left previous to my departure. 
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Question. Did you have any knowledge prior to November of 1996 that Indian 
tribes were considering forming a PAG to advance tribal issues? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. 

Question. Do you know an individual named Richard B-E-R-T-S-C-H, Bertsch? 

Answer. Yes, I do. 

Question. Who is Mr. Bertsch? 

Answer. He was someone who was involved in politics and some fund-raising in 
Los Angeles. 

Question. Have you met him personally? 

Answer. Yes, I have. 

Question. When did you first meet Mr. Bertsch? 

Answer. I believe I recall him screaming at me at a fund-raising gala at the 
Washington Hilton, and I think that gala was in the spring of ’94. That was my 
first introduction. 

Question. And what facilitated the manner of introduction? 

Answer. I believe he didn’t like his seating and felt I was responsible or I was 
the closest staff person to him at the time. 

Question. Did you ever — have you ever solicited contributions from Mr. Bertsch? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. No. 

Question. Have you ever either yourself or have any of your staff conducted back- 
ground research on Mr. Bertsch? 

Answer. No, not that I can recall. 

Question. Did Mr. Bertsch ever request that you provide assistance in setting up 
a meeting between himself and any member of the Clinton Administration? 

Answer. No, not that I can recall. 

Question. Do you know Richard Park? 

Answer. Yes, I do. 

Question. When did you first meet Mr. Park? 

Answer. I believe he was accompanying Mr. Bertsch at that first fund-raiser that 
I described earlier. 

Question. Have you ever solicited contributions from Mr. Park? 

Answer. Yes, I have. 

Question. Have you ever conducted any background research or any of your staff 
members conducted background research on Mr. Park? 

Answer. No, not that I can recall. 

Question. Has Mr. Park ever contacted you to request your assistance? 

Answer. When I was at the DNC? 

Question. When you were at the DNC, right. 

Answer. No, not that I can recall. 

Question. Do you recall ever helping to arrange meetings for Mr. Park with any 
Clinton Administration officials? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. Are you aware that the President attended a series of coffees held at 
the White House during 1995 and 1996? 

Answer. Yes, I am. 

Question. Do you know whether the coffees were a part of the DNC’s major donor 
program? 

Answer. No, they were not. 

Question. They were not. Did you ever send out any correspondence or informa- 
tion to any of the managing trustees or trustees about presidential coffees? 

Answer. We had — regarding coffees? No, not that I recall. 

Question. Did you ever have any contacts with any of the trustees or managing 
trustees about presidential coffees? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And what were the circumstances of those contacts? 

Answer. As I stated earlier, the President attended a number of coffees. From 
time to time, I had the opportunity to include long-standing supporters or people 
that I thought would be potential supporters in those coffees. So I would invite them 
to attend a certain coffee. 

Question. And mechanically speaking, how would you go about inviting the indi- 
vidual? 

Answer. Over the phone, through a phone conversation. 

Question. Would you follow up that telephone conversation with a letter? 

Answer. We would sometimes follow up with a ftix explaining where to enter the 
White House and also requesting them to fax back social and date of birth informa- 
tion for them to be waved into the White House. 

Question. Did you discuss your intention to contact people about coffees in ad- 
vance of your contacting them with anybody else at the DNC? 
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Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who would you discuss those people with? 

Answer. Frequently with Mr. Rosen, Mr. Sullivan, Ms. Braziel. Those are prob- 
ably the majority of the contacts. 

Question. Did you ever provide anybody else in the DNC with a list of suggested 
attendees for coffees? 

Answer. Others than I mentioned? 

Question. Well, actually, no, I am including those people. Did you provide them 
with a list 

Answer. Of prospective invitees? 

Question. Exactly. 

Answer. Yes. I would provide on occasion a list to Mr. Rosen or Mr. Sullivan about 
some people that I would want to include. 

Question. And this would be in the form of a written memorandum? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you keep copies of such memoranda in your files? 

Answer. No, I don’t think I kept printed copies. As I talked about earlier, they 
were saved automatically on the computer. 

Question. Do you recall whether your suggestions were generally accepted? 

Answer. I think generally they were, yes. 

Question. Did you attend any of the White House coffees? 

Answer. Yes, I did. 

Question. Do you recall the occasions that you attended coffees? 

Answer. I believe I attended one coffee that was attended by the President and 
Vice President in August of 1995. 

Mr. Pierson. You are talking about White House coffees now, right? 

Mr. Wilson. Yes. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. And do you recall any of the other attendees at that coffee? 

Answer. Mr. Fowler was there. Truman Arnold, who at the time was the finance 
chairman, was there. I remember Gail Zappa was in attendance, Carol Penskey, Bill 
Doctor. I believe Rich Keating. Those are the names I remember. There would be 
I think about a dozen people all together. 

Question. When you compiled lists of suggestions for coffee attendees, did you 
have any criteria that you went by to assist you in putting a name on the prospec- 
tive list? 

Answer. I tended to put people on who had been long-standing supporters. I 
viewed it as quite an awesome event to go to, so I would allow people who had been 
with the DNC and trustees for a long period of time. Those were the names I tend- 
ed — my personal criteria for putting them on the list. 

Question. Did you ever suggest to any individuals that were ultimately invited, 
and that you had suggested, that they should make a campaign contribution in as- 
sociation with attending the coffee? 

Answer. No, I did not. 

Question. Do you know whether the individuals that you suggested as attendees 
of the coffees ever received formal invitations from either the DNC or the White 
House to attend the coffee? 

Answer. My recollection is they did not receive formal invitations. 

Question. I provide for the witness a document marked Exhibit AS-17, which is 
marked EOP 035478, dated September 28, 1995, and it appears to be a list from 
a computer database that is not addressed to anybody in particular. 

Answer. I don’t think it is a list. 

Question. I mean it provides fields, entry of data, for an addressee. It is not an 
actual letter that went out to anyone. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-17 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. I show you this to ask you if you have seen letters like this that have 
gone out to coffee invitees? 

Answer. Not like this, no. As I stated earlier, the letters we would send were in 
the form of a memorandum indicating where they should enter. I don’t recall send- 
ing a formal letter like this. 

Question. Was there anybody at the DNC that was responsible for issuing the in- 
vitations or collecting information from the individual invitees? 

Answer. At the DNC? 

Question. Yes. 
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Answer. It tended to be myself and Ann Braziel. 

Question. Did you have any — do you have any knowledge that any individuals at 
the DNC were linking attendance at a coffee with a contribution of any sort? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. I provide the witness with an exhibit marked AS-18. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-18 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. This is premarked with a Bates Number DNC 3098456. If you would 
take just a moment to look at that. This appears to be a call sheet. It is not specifi- 
cally addressed to an individual. It is prepared by Ann Braziel. 

Do you recall call sheets of this nature being prepared? 

Answer. Yes, I do. 

Question. Did you discuss with Mr. Braziel — with Ms. Braziel call sheets of this 
nature? 

Answer. Yes, I did. 

Question. And did you discuss with her language that is set out at the bottom, 
the reasons for call. Here it indicates that an individual is interested in partici- 
pating in convention but is not sure about membership. Ask them to begin renewal 
of his trustee membership at 25 K and attend the coffee with the President on, and 
three dates are listed. 

Were you aware of any situations where when calls were made, attendance at cof- 
fee was linked with renewal of trustee membership? 

Answer. I don’t have knowledge of that. 

Question. Did you ever discuss with Chairman Fowler the relationship between 
membership or being included in the trustee program and attending coffees? 

Answer. He knew that in my role I included trustees in those coffees, so the par- 
ticipation of trustees was sort of a natural thing for us to discuss, because they were 
the donors I worked with. 

Question. You mentioned before that you tended to include long-standing trustees 
as possible invitees to coffees. How would you determine what would qualify as a 
long-standing trustee contributor to be included in your list of invitations? 

Answer. Their length of time for when they contributed. If they had been a con- 
tributor for two years, a year. People that got involved more close to the date of 
a coffee, I would move them sort of towards a later date. People who had been con- 
tinual contributors, renewing every year, were my first priority. 

Question. And did you have a cutoff in your own mind as to years of participation 
for inclusion in the list of potential attendees that you submitted? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever receive information, financial information, that projected 
income for coffees that the President attended? 

Answer. No, I did not. 

Question. Did you ever receive any spreadsheets or financial data that listed cof- 
fees? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Do you have any recollection of receiving any types of financial data or 
spreadsheets, apart from that which we have already discussed, which were the lists 
of trustees that could be generated at your request? 

Answer. No. 

Question. No. 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Did you ever have any discussions with your colleagues about financial 
projections for coffees or indications of money received from coffees? And I refer ex- 
clusively to before November of 1996. 

Answer. No, not that I recall. 

Question. Are you aware of whether the Vice President hosted coffees for DNC 
supporters? 

Answer. Yes, he did. 

Question. Did you ever submit any lists of suggested attendees for those coffees? 

Answer. I did. 

Question. And what criteria did you use to determine who you would put on the 
list? 

Answer. Similar criteria. I tended to defer to, in the case of coffees with the Vice 
President, contributions that were not made by the individual, but if there was like 
a Washington representative of a company that had been a long-standing contrib- 
utor, that is where I tended to include them on the list. 
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Question. Have you ever heard of the term of art “servicing” used in conjunction 
with either presidential or vice presidential coffees? And, if so, do you know what 
it means? 

Answer. I have heard the term “servicing.” 

Mr. Pierson. Have you heard it applied though to coffees? 

The Witness. Yes. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. And do you have an understanding of what the term “servicing” means? 

Mr. Pierson. As applied to coffees? 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. As applied to coffees. 

Answer. It would mean an opportunity to include donors at an event where the 
President would be attending and it would not be a fund-raiser. 

Question. Have you ever seen any lists of coffees where the term “servicing” is 
applied to one of the presidential or vice presidential coffees? 

Answer. I don’t recall such a list. 

Question. Do you recall ever having discussions with any of your colleagues as to 
whether either a presidential or vice-presidential coffee would be designated as a 
servicing event? 

Answer. No. 

Question. There was a coffee on May 13, 1996, that included a number of promi- 
nent bankers. Did you submit any suggestions or names for that particular coffee? 

Answer. I did not. 

Mr. Pierson. Counsel, it is now about 4 o’clock. I would like to ask on the record 
counsel for the Minority whether they will have any examination based on how the 
testimony is going so far? 

Mr. Lu. I think we will, yes. 

Mr. Pierson. Can you give me an estimate of how long? 

Mr. Lu. At this point, 15 to 20 minutes maybe, possibly a little bit more, a little 
bit less. 

Mr. Pierson. Okay. I haven’t talked to Mr. Swiller about how he is feeling, but 
I am getting weary. I am just writing notes. What I would like to do is take about 
a 2 or 3-minute break and go until 5 o’clock, and whatever line of questioning you 
have at that time we would be happy to let you finish, and let the Minority do some 
questioning. Unless it opens some area that is legitimate for you to pursue, I would 
like to end. 

Mr. Wilson. I am in agreement to continue on after a short break. I hope I can 
wrap up within the next hour. I can’t make any representations to that. 

Mr. Pierson. Fair enough. 

[Brief recess.] 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Back on the record, please. 

Did you ever have any interaction with Harold Ickes? 

Answer. No, I did not. 

Question. Did you ever place any calls or make any contacts with Mr. Ickes’ office? 
Answer. Yes, I did. 

Question. And what were the circumstances? 

Answer. I believe I spoke with an assistant to him, John Sutton. I think it was 
regarding a tour request that he was going to do for some contributors, supporters. 

Question. That Mr. Sutton was going to 

Answer. Yes. 

Question [continuing]. Organize for contributors? Did you ever 

Mr. Pierson. You have to speak audibly. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you ever have any contacts with Janice Enright? 

Answer. Socially, but not that I recall in her office, work. 

Question. Did you make any requests of her? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. 

Question. Do you recall whether she made any requests of you? 

Answer. No, I do not recall any. 

Question. Did you ever prepare call sheets for the President, Vice President, First 
Lady or Vice President’s wife? 
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Answer. I believe I prepared call sheets for the President and Vice President, yes. 

Question. And 

Answer. I did. 

Question. And how did you determine who would be put on call sheets? 

Answer. In discussions with Mr. Sullivan and Mr. Rosen. 

Question. Did you keep track of the results of what happened after call sheets 
were sent out? 

Answer. Yes, I did. 

Question. How did you do that? 

Answer. We had a binder in the office that had copies of call sheets, and at the 
front of it was a spreadsheet that indicated if a call was made and what the re- 
sponse was. 

Question. And was the hinder divided into sections depending on President and 
Vice President, First Lady, or who the person to make the call was? 

Answer. Since there were only calls to my knowledge made by the Vice President, 
it was all calls referring to him. 

Question. And who generated the spreadsheet that you refer to as being at the 
front of the binder? 

Answer. Ms. Braziel. 

Question. When you provided call sheets through the Vice President, did you pro- 
vide any additional instructions or materials in addition to the one-page call sheet? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. I provide for Mr. Swiller a document marked Exhibit AS-19, which is 
marked as a DNC call sheet for Vice President Gore. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-19 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. It has been premarked with the Bates number EOP 049239. It is dated 
December 1, 1995. 

Do you recognize the handwriting at the bottom of the page? 

Answer. It looks like it could be the handwriting of Anne Braziel. 

Question. And if you could, please tell me how the call sheets were treated once 
they were sent out? Did you request the calls be made by a certain time? 

Answer. No, I did not. 

Question. How would information as to whether the calls had been made or not 
made be transmitted back to your office? 

Answer. It generally tended that a gentleman named Peter Knight would assist 
in that. He would provide information if calls were made or not. 

Question. Did you ever discuss with Peter Knight the call sheets and fund-raising 
efforts made pursuant to the call sheets? 

Answer. Yes, I did. 

Question. What did you discuss? 

Answer. In regards to the call sheets? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. He would inform me if a call was made, if the Vice President connected 
with the individual who the outreach was made to, what the result of that call was, 
if it was favorable or not favorable. 

Question. And do you recall whether he contacted you exclusively, or did he some- 
times contact Ms. Braziel? 

Answer. I think he sometimes contacted Mr. Sullivan, but I think he generally 
contacted myself and talked to me. 

Question. This particular call sheet lists as a reason for the call to ask an indi- 
vidual to contribute an additional $50,000 to the DNC Media Fund. 

What was the Media Fund? 

Answer. It was a similar internal campaign line of funds we were trying to raise. 
I don’t think there was a separate account for it, and I think it was just internally 
attracting that we were doing. 

Question. Did you receive copies of separate accounting for funds that had been 
raised in the Media Fund? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Did you ever suggest to any individuals that they make contributions 
to not-for-profit organizations? 

Answer. If individuals were interested in organizations that were not-for-profit, 
there were times when I would offer them names of such organizations. 

Question. Did you keep a list of names of organizations that were not for profits 
that you suggested people to contribute to? 

Answer. I did not. 
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Question. Did you have a memoranda that you could provide for people with 
names and addresses? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. When you made suggestions to individuals about a particular not for 
profit to which they might contribute, did you verbally tell them what the organiza- 
tion was and other information about the organization? 

Answer. That is correct. 

Question. Did you ever keep any records of whether people you discussed not-for- 
profit contributions with actually did contribute to the not-for-profit group? 

Answer. I don’t recall a separate recording for that, no. 

Question. Do you recall whether there was an accounting of any sort within the 
DNC that kept track of contributions made to not-for-profit organizations? 

Answer. Not that I am aware of. 

Question. Did you ever see any spreadsheets that listed not-for-profit contribu- 
tions? 

Answer. No, I did not. 

Question. Did you keep any information in the trustee files about whether individ- 
uals made contributions to not-for-profit organizations? 

Answer. I may have, but I don’t recall any specific. 

Question. You suggested earlier you would provide the names of organizations to 
which contributions could be made. What are the names of those organizations? 

Answer. The ones I recall are the William Randolph Black Coalition for Black 
Voter Participation, the A. William Randolph Coalition for Black Voter Participa- 
tion, and I think there was another organization called Vote ’96. 

Question. Did you ever suggest individuals make contributions to an organization 
called Defeat 209? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. 

Question. Did you ever suggest individuals make contributions to an organization 
called Participation 2000? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. 

Question. Why did you ask individuals or corporations to give gifts to not-for-profit 
organizations? 

Answer. I never asked them to. 

Question. Is it fair to characterize what you said earlier that you merely re- 
sponded to their questions of who might I contribute to for a not-for-profit contribu- 
tion? 

Answer. That is correct. 

Question. Have you ever met an individual named Warren Meddoff? 

Answer. No, I have not. 

Question. Have you been contacted about a possible contribution from Mr. Meddoff 
prior to November 1996? 

Answer. By whom? 

Question. By anybody. Prior to November of 1996? 

Answer. Mr. Fowler contacted me about it. 

Question. And what did he ask you or tell you? 

Answer. He asked if I had heard the name Meddoff, or I believe there was another 
individual working with him who had indicated that they may make a large con- 
tribution to the DNC. Mr. Fowler was concerned because of the size of the contribu- 
tion and the timing of the contribution and the fact that Mr. Meddoff was not 
known to myself and other individual fund-raisers at the DNC. He had some sus- 
picions about their motives, their sincerity, and whether they were for real or not. 

Question. What did you tell Mr. Fowler? 

Answer. I told him that I did not know Mr. Meddoff. I don’t recall the company 
he represented himself aligned with, but I didn’t know that either. As I said earlier, 
there was another gentleman involved, and I did not know that gentleman either. 

Question. Did Mr. Fowler ask you to do any research on Mr. Meddoff or Mr. 
Meddoffs associate? 

Answer. Yes. They sort of I guess indicated that they were in the financial field, 
so he asked that I call, if I could request of donors who were also in the finance 
field if they knew of these individuals. 

Question. And did you make calls to 

Answer. I recall two calls that I made, yes. 

Question. Who did you call? 

Answer. A gentleman named Steven Rattner, and a gentleman named Elliott 
Wolk. 

Question. The spelling of the second gentleman’s name is? 

Answer. W-O-L-K. 

Question. And what did they tell you about Mr. Meddoff? 



1004 


Answer. Neither of them had heard of him or the company which they rep- 
resented. 

Question. Did you communicate this to Mr. Fowler? 

Answer. I did. 

Question. And did he ask you to do anything else? 

Answer. He did not. 

Question. Did you have any — did you receive any requests from anybody outside 
of the DNC about information pertaining to Mr. Meddoff prior to November of 1996? 

Answer. No, I — no. 

Question. Do you know whether the DNC ever provided a list of Chinese Amer- 
ican trustees to anyone at the Taiwan Economic and Cultural Representative Office 
in the United States? 

Answer. Not to my knowledge. 

Question. Do you know an individual named Andrew Hsi, spelled H-S-I? 

Answer. I do not. 

Question. Have you ever had any contacts with Andrew Hsi? 

Answer. No, I have not. 

Question. Do you know an individual named Steve Boyd? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Has Mr. Boyd ever asked you to provide a list of trustees to him? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. Do you know whether Mr. Boyd asked you to provide a list of trustees 
to anyone else? 

Answer. Not that I have any recollection of. 

Question. I provide the witness with a document which has been marked Exhibit 
AS-20. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-20 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. It has been Bates marked DNC 1761511. It is a memorandum to Ari 
Swiller from Matt, dated April 21, subject, loose ends. If you can take just a moment 
to review this document. 

Answer. Okay. 

Question. Do you know who the individual was, “Matt,” at the top of the memo 
is? 

Answer. Yeah. It’s Matt Gobush. 

Question. Do you recall ever having seen this memo? 

Answer. Yes, I do. 

Question. Referring to the last bullet mark paragraph of the memorandum, it 
states that “Steve Boyd has requested a list of Chinese-American Trustees for An- 
drew Hsi of the Secretariat of Taiwan per the request of Jim Brady, DNC Vice 
Chair.” 

Do you recall having any conversations about Mr. Boyd requesting a list of Chi- 
nese-American trustees? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Question. Do you remember having seen this at the time that the memorandum 
was given to you? 

Answer. I 

Question. This statement. 

Answer. This statement. I don’t have a recollection of it, but I remember seeing 
a memorandum. 

Question. Did you ask Mr. Gobush for further information about this, the request 
about a list of Chinese-American trustees for the Secretariat of Taiwan? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Did Mr. Gobush provide any additional information to that which is in 
this memorandum? 

Answer. Not that I can recall. 

Question. Do you recall having any conversations with anybody or contacts with 
anybody about providing lists of trustees for somebody in the Secretariat of Taiwan? 

Answer. No, I do not recall any. 

Question. Do you know whether Mr. Gobush sent over such a list to the Secre- 
tariat of Taiwan? 

Answer. Not to my knowledge. 

Question. Do you recall whether at the time that this struck you as being an un- 
usual request? 

Answer. It strikes me now as one. I don’t recall my reaction to it at that time. 
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Question. Have you ever provided a list of trustees to any organization outside of 
the DNC? 

Answer. Not to my knowledge. I was very protective of the list. 

Mr. Wilson. I’ve given the witness a memorandum which has been marked AS- 
21. It’s premarked DNC 1781772. It’s a memorandum dated April 24, 1995, to Steve 
Boyd from Mr. Swiller and Nancy Burke. It’s re: Chinese-American trustees. This 
memorandum lists three — actually five individuals: Mr. Johnny Chung, Mr. Charlie 
Trie, Mrs. Wang Mei Trie, Dr. C.J. Wang and Dr. Mildred Wang. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-21 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you recall ever having seen this memorandum? 

Answer. No, I don’t recall seeing it. 

Question. Who is Nancy Burke? 

Answer. She was my assistant on the trustee program after Mr. Gobush left. She 
worked at my direction. 

Question. Did Ms. Burke and Mr. Gobush overlap in their terms of employment? 

Answer. Maybe by a week as a transition period. 

Question. Do you recall whether Ms. Burke ever discussed with you sending 
names of Chinese-American trustees to Mr. Boyd? 

Answer. I don’t recall the conversation, no. 

Question. Referring back to the previous document, the date is not specific. It says 
April 21st, and a year is not included in the first document. The second document 
is dated April 24 of 1995. I believe April 21st is a Friday and April 24 is a Monday. 
Is there — . 

The Witness. Excuse me one second. 

[Witness and counsel confer.] 

The Witness. Sorry. 

Mr. Pierson. Perhaps, counsel, it might be more useful if you’re trying to fix the 
year to ask the witness if he recalls when Mr. Gobush was employed at the DNC. 

examination by MR. WILSON: 

Question. When was Mr. Gobush employed at the DNC? 

Answer. He was employed at the DNC through — through the end of April, I be- 
lieve, in 1995. 

Mr. Pierson. And he began at what time? 

The Witness. He began in — about a year prior. 

examination by MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you have a recollection of the month that he began his employment? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Question. Okay. Who is Steve Boyd? 

Answer. I believe he worked in the Office of the Secretary of the DNC. 

Question. And what is the Office of the Secretary in the DNC responsible for 
doing? 

Answer. I don’t know. They are responsible for making sure that the Secretary 
of the DNC is well seated at all DNC events. Other than that, I think they maintain 
the bylaws of the party, but I’m not sure what their day-to-day responsibilities are. 

Question. Did you receive other requests from Mr. Boyd — well I shouldn’t say 
other requests. Did you receive any requests that you recollect from Mr. Boyd dur- 
ing your employment at the DNC? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Do you know Anne Lewis? 

Answer. I know who she is. 

Question. Have you ever met her? 

Answer. I believe I have, yes. 

Question. Do you know Lynn Cutler? 

Answer. Yes, I do. 

Question. And do you know her personally? 

Answer. Yes I do. 

Question. Do you know of any donations — did you ever recommend donations be 
made to the Back to Business group. 

Answer. No I did not. 

Question. Were you ever part of any — of discussions wherein it was suggested the 
DNC donors made contributions to the Back to Business organization? 

Answer. Yes, I believe I was — yes. 

Question. And if you could, please describe those discussions. 
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Answer. I believe Ms. Cutler at some point made a request for some names that 
may be outreached to for that organization. 

Question. Did Ms. Cutler make the request directly of you? 

Answer. As I recall, yes. 

Question. And how did you respond? 

Answer. I did not respond. 

Question. Did you send her any names? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Did you suggest any names that she might contact? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Do you recall in a general sense what you told her? 

Answer. I think it — when she asked, I said I would look into it. But I remember 
feeling that it would be counterproductive to my efforts to raise money, so I — I don’t 
recall her ever following up, so I didn’t do any proactive follow up. 

Question. When you left the DNC in March of 1997, or at any time previous to 
your leaving the DNC, did you sign a memorandum about the retention or non- 
destruction of documents? 

Answer. Yes, I believe so. 

Question. Do you know when you might have signed such a document? 

Answer. Prior to leaving the DNC. 

Question. Do you remember when — when the document was circulated for you to 
be signed? 

Answer. Around the new year, December, January; maybe earlier. 

Question. And do you recall signing this document? 

Answer. I believe I did, yes. 

Question. When you — in 1995, were you aware of a suggestion by campaign con- 
sultant Dick Morris about a large-scale media purchase for the end of 1996? 

Answer. At that time, no. 

Question. And I’m speaking specifically about that time. 

Answer. No, I’m not. 

Question. Did you become aware of such a suggestion at any time before Novem- 
ber of 1996? 

Answer. I became aware that the DNC was making large purchases of TV time. 
I don’t know at what point that I became aware it was at his suggestion. I knew 
we were doing it, and when I became aware of that Mr. Morris was involved in that 
discussion, I can’t recollect exactly when that was. 

Question. Did you contact any of the trustee donors to provide additional contribu- 
tions for media purchases at the end of 1995? 

Answer. As I recall, no, there was no direct contributions made to direct media 
purchases. There was general fund-raising that was always at an increase because 
we always needed more money. As we started to, as I recall, buy more media time, 
our expenditures grew, so we were required to raise more money. I don’t know that 
that — I can’t recall directing anyone that their funds would go to media purchase, 
because I don’t believe that that was ever the case. 

Question. Do you know whether anybody at the DNC was involved in keeping 
track of funds or monies to be directed towards media purchases at the end of 1995? 

Answer. Not that I have knowledge of, no. 

Question. Do you recall whether there were any specific accounting systems set 
up to keep track of funds that might be expended in media buys at the end of 1995? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you have any involvement with funds being wired to State parties 
to implement media buys at the end of 1995? 

Answer. I don’t recall that. 

Question. Did you have any direct contact with any State party officials in terms 
of providing contributions to the State parties from the DNC? 

Answer. No. I don’t recall speaking to State party officials. 

Question. Were you involved in any discussions of sending DNC monies to State 
parties? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. 

Mr. Pierson. May I hear the last question and answer, please? 

[The reporter read back as requested.] 

Mr. Pierson. Excuse me just a moment. 

[Witness and counsel confer.] 

Mr. Pierson. Are you asking for his discussion with anybody inside the DNC, any 
contributors, anybody in the world? 

Mr. Wilson. Any 

Mr. Pierson. Because he’s already testified about the Tamraz situation. 

Mr. Wilson. Correct. Any of the DNC colleagues. 
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[Witness and counsel confer.] 

Mr. Pierson. Start your question again, because I think he’s thinking about some- 
thing different than you’re asking. So ask again if you would, please. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Were you involved in any meetings or discussions with DNC colleagues 
about — about forwarding DNC monies to State parties? 

Mr. Pierson. What you’re talking about is money that has gone into DNC ac- 
counts and thereafter would go to State parties? 

Mr. Wilson. Correct. 

The Witness. No. 

Mr. Pierson. Okay. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Unfortunately, this is depressing for me to go back and look at the pile 
that I went passed earlier, but a couple of quick questions on a few more issues. 
Mr. Pierson. Far more depressing to us. 

Mr. Wilson. I’m hoping to come within the last 4 or 5 minutes of my questioning. 
Mr. Pierson. Good. 

Mr. Wilson. Maybe a little longer. 

Mr. Pierson. Good. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you ever draft, suggest a list of DNC contributors to stay as over- 
night guests in the White House? 

Mr. Pierson. Do you mean did he ever propose names for overnight stays in the 
White House? 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Well, the first question is did you ever send the list or draft lists of sug- 
gested overnight guests at the White House? 

Answer. I don’t recall drafting it, no. 

Question. Did you ever make suggestions of individuals to be overnight guests at 
the White House? 

Answer. On occasion, yes. 

Question. Do you recall specifically who you suggested as an overnight guest? 

Answer. No. My recollection would be that there had been long-standing fund- 
raisers and trustees who have been significantly supportive throughout the years. 

Question. And to whom would you communicate your suggestions? 

Answer. I think initially I communicated suggestions to Ms. Hartigan and Mr. 
McAuliffe; subsequent to the transition, to Mr. Sullivan and Mr. Rosen. 

Question. Did you ever communicate directly with the White House with sugges- 
tions of potential overnight guests? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. 

Question. Did you ever receive telephone calls or contact from the White House 
about suggested overnight guests? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever travel on Air Force One or Air Force Two? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever suggest individuals to travel on Air Force One or Air Force 
Two? 

Answer. Yes, I did. 

Question. And what criteria would you use to make such a suggestion? 

Answer. Same criteria as I stated earlier: People who had been long-standing sup- 
porters or longtime fund-raisers of the party. 

Question. And who would you communicate your suggestions to? 

Answer. As I stated earlier, at first I — I would to Mr. McAuliffe and Ms. Hartigan; 
following the transition, to Mr. Sullivan and Mr. Rosen. 

Question. Did you ever discuss requests for positions on boards or commissions 
with DNC donors? 

Answer. Yes, I did. 

Question. And who did — who did you discuss board or commission positions with? 

Answer. I can’t recall all the donors. I remember Ms. Betsy Cohen made a request 
about an inquiry. I think Elaine Shuster. 

Question. Do you remember any other names? 
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Answer. I believe there may have been others that I spoke with about it but not 
coming to mind. 

Mr. Wilson. I’ve given the witness a document which is marked Exhibit AS-22. 
It’s been Bates marked DNC 3052822, memorandum to Mr. Swiller and Richard 
Sullivan from Eric Sildon and Jay Dunn, dated January 24, 1994. 

[Swiller Deposition Exhibit No. AS-22 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you recall ever receiving requests from the Commerce Department 
for potential board members? 

Answer. No, I don’t. 

Question. Do you recall having seen this memorandum? 

Answer. I do not recall it. 

Question. Do you remember whether you ever submitted names of individuals as 
recommendees for the President’s Export Council? 

Answer. I don’t recall it. 

Question. Do you remember any — anybody following up on this request — any re- 
quest for names to be submitted for the President’s Export Council? 

Answer. I don’t recall it. 

Question. Did you ever suggest that DNC donors attend White House movies? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Are you familiar with the term of art “White House database”? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you ever have access to any materials produced by the White House 
database? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And what materials did you have access to? 

Answer. I remember — I didn’t have physical access, but requesting of someone 
who had access to see whether certain people had been invited to certain events at 
the White House. 

Question. And did you make a request to obtain this information? 

Answer. Yes I did. 

Question. And who did you make the request of? 

Answer. A gentleman named Donald Dunn. 

Question. And who is Mr. Dunn? 

Answer. At that time he worked in the Office of Political Affairs at the White 
House. 

Question. And did you make requests on more than one occasion of Mr. Dunn to 
provide this information? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. What was the format of the information that he provided? 

Answer. There was no format. He would — it was voice conversation. 

Question. Is it fair to say that you provided him with a name, and he provided 
you an answer as to 

Answer. Correct. 

Question [continuing]. Whether the person had or had not been invited? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. Did you ever provide information to be included in the White House 
database? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Did Mr. Dunn ever make requests of either yourself or staff in your of- 
fice to provide any information? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Do you recall speaking with Mr. Dunn on more than the one occasion 
that you just discussed? 

Answer. I spoke to Mr. Dunn probably half a dozen times. 

Question. And was it always for the same reason? 

Answer. Some — no, at certain times I made a request of Mr. Dunn to provide a 
White House tour for family or individual donors. 

Question. Did you ever receive any lists of names or information that was gen- 
erated by the White House database? 

Answer. I don’t know if it was generated by the database, but I received a list 
of names from the Office of the Social Secretary. 

Question. And what were these lists of names for? 

Answer. On occasion they would request of us lists of possible invitees to events 
that the White House would be hosting. They would send back a response list. 
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Question. Do you know whether the DNC had an autopen for the President’s sig- 
nature? 

Answer. My recollection is that we did not have one. 

Question. Regarding materials that had the President’s signature, and I’ll ask you 
specifically about photographs that were signed by the President, when you were 
attempting to obtain photographs for people, who would you make your requests of? 

Answer. For the photographs? 

Question. Yeah. 

Answer. Sometimes Mr. Dunn. There was a woman at the DNC that I worked 
with, a woman named Brooke Stroud, who would assist in obtaining photographs 
from the White House. 

Question. Just a — I think my last question on this go-around, you mentioned at 
the very beginning when we were discussing Ernst & Young and the materials 
Ernst & Young prepared that you knew of an Ernst & Young individual who was 
a trustee. Who was that individual? 

Answer. His name was Jeffrey Hershberg. 

Question. And when did you meet him, or have you ever met him? 

Answer. I have met him. I believe I didn’t meet him until I returned to the DNC. 
He was already a trustee at that time. So subsequent to my return, beginning of 
19 — end of 1993, beginning of 1994. 

Question. What was his job at Ernst & Young? 

Answer. He was vice president — vice chairman was his title. I believe he directed 
the Washington office, lobbying office, for the company. 

Question. Do you know if he is still an Ernst & Young employee? 

Answer. When I left here 5 months ago, he was. I have not had contact with him 
in 5 months since I left, so today I do not know. 

Question. How did you obtain your current job in California? 

Answer. I knew an individual who was working with the same company who had 
the position basically as I have it now. And he was leaving the position to assume 
a different role and approached me about filling the position. 

Question. And who was this individual? 

[Witness confers with counsel.] 

Mr. Lu. Counsel, I don’t know how much you’re going to 

Mr. Pierson. Just let him answer this question. 

The Witness. The gentleman’s name is Darius Anderson. 

Mr. Wilson. Thank you very much. That concludes my round of questioning. 

Mr. Lu. Can we take just a quick 5-minute break while I confer with counsel? 

Mr. Wilson. Can we go off the record for a second? 

[Discussion off the record.] 

[Brief recess.] 

Mr. Lu. Let’s go back on the record. 

Mr. Wilson, I — you’re done with your questioning? 

Mr. Wilson. Yes, I am. 

Mr. Lu. Okay. 


examination by MR. LU: 

Question. Mr. Swiller, on behalf of the Democratic Members of the committee, I 
want to thank you for coming in today. I realize this must have been a great burden 
on you coming from the west coast, but we appreciate your time. 

Just a couple clarifying questions I want to ask you. Can you tell me again how 
many trustees or managing trustees there were at the DNC during the time you 
worked there? 

Answer. It grew during the time I was there. By the time I was finished, or by 
the time in the ’96 election, it was approximately around 800. 

Question. About 800. 

Mr. Wilson has asked you about a number of them today and a couple of more 
newsworthy ones. At the time that you worked at the DNC prior to November of 
1996, had there been any news accounts about Johnny Chung, Pauline 
Kanchanalak, Charlie Trie? 

Answer. Not that I recall, no. 

Question. So at that time, you, prior to November 1996, you had no particular rea- 
son to pay special attention to correspondence that you received from them or re- 
quests that you received from them any more than from any other trustee? 

Answer. That’s correct. 

Question. I would like to ask you to clarify the terms “trustee” and “managing 
trustee.” When I think about a university having a board of trustees or a company 
having a board of directors, I have a sense that these people play a role in the day- 
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to-day operations of a university, a corporation, what have you, and especially when 
I think about the terms “managing trustee” or “managing director.” My under- 
standing, however, is that with regard to the DNC, the use of the term “trustee” 
and “managing trustee” is more of an honorary term. Is that consistent with your 
understanding? 

Answer. No. My understanding is they are — the names were consistent with the 
level of contribution or level of funds raised for the party. 

Question. Well, no, I think what my question was really getting at is whether 
those people had a role in the day-to-day operation of the DNC? 

Answer. Absolutely not. 

Question. With regard to Pauline Kanchanalak, I gather that she was a trustee 
at the time that you joined — you rejoined the DNC in December of 1993? 

Answer. That’s my recollection, correct. 

Question. So from there on out, when you received checks from her that were P. 
Kanchanalak, you had no reason to believe that they were anything other than 
checks from Pauline Kanchanalak? 

Answer. That’s correct. 

Question. I believe you also testified that you attempted to contact Mr. John 
Huang when he worked at the Department of Commerce; isn’t that correct? 

Answer. That’s correct. 

Question. Did you actually getting ahold of Mr. Huang that one time you tried 
to call him? 

Answer. I never did. 

Question. With regard to Johnny Chung, I believe you said when you visited him 
at his office in California in spring of 1995, you chuckled because you saw a whole 
wall full of photos that he had taken. You mentioned that there were some of Re- 
publican leaders. Did he tell you or did you ask him how he obtained those photos? 

Answer. No, I don’t recall that conversation. 

Question. Did you have any understanding as to whether he had given money to 
the Republican Party or attended Republican fund-raising events? 

Answer. Judging from the pictures, they were very similar to DNC-type staged 
pictures, so I assumed that — it was just an assumption on my own, but not a discus- 
sion — that they were — you know, that he received pictures like that at fund-raising 
events. 

Question. When we spoke about Mr. Ruggiero, Mr. Joseph Ruggiero, you explained 
that had he complained that he had received much better treatment by the RNC 
in getting access to the Bush White House. And you — I believe you had mentioned 
some of the perks that he had received as a result of giving money to the RNC. 

Other than your conversation, that conversation with Mr. Ruggiero or that under- 
standing as a result of Mr. Ruggiero, do you have any understanding of the types 
of perks that the Republican National Committee offered to its large donors? 

Answer. My understanding was that they included many more of their financial 
supporters at events at the White House, at small delegation meetings, meetings 
with Members of Congress much more frequently as a system of their fund-raising 
apparatus. 

I also recall, when we were discussing the possibility of putting together a bro- 
chure for our trustees, we referenced the RNC Team 100 brochure, which, as I re- 
call, had a picture of what they called a trade mission. It was a picture at the wall 
of China of approximately 50 people standing at the wall and indicated that, you 
know, their — through the RNC’s efforts, these donors met with the highest-level offi- 
cials in other countries. 

Question. And did you gather from that photo that that RNC trade mission in- 
cluded officials of whether it be the Reagan administration or the Bush administra- 
tion? 

Answer. I couldn’t draw that conclusion, no. 

Question. Were you aware of any perks that the RNC offered to its large donors 
that the DNC did not offer to its large donors? 

Answer. I don’t recall ever having the opportunity to bring individual donors to 
the Oval Office to provide photos there. It was always joked about, and I don’t know 
the truth of this, that the Republicans were much better at giving large contracts 
to their supporters than we, and we couldn’t figure out how to do that, which I just 
took it as that and never looked into it or did anything to follow up if that was true. 

Question. With regard to these — I think you said these meetings that — your abil- 
ity to bring people to the Oval Office to meet with the President, I believe you had 
earlier testified that some contributors had asked you for — to set up meetings with 
the President and the Vice President, and you had declined those requests because 
you thought that was inappropriate? 

Answer. That’s correct. 
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Question. Okay. With regards to government boards and commissions, the fact 
that you or someone at the DNC submitted a name for a government board did not 
necessarily mean that the White House would accept that name; isn’t that correct? 

Answer. More often than not there was no response to my request, or the name 
was not accepted. 

Question. In fact, when there’s — typically when there’s an opening on a govern- 
ment board or commission, many people both inside and outside the administration 
submit names for boards and commissions; isn’t that correct? 

Answer. That’s my understanding correct. 

Question. Mr. Swiller, the last set of questions I have for you are requested by 
Congressman Condit. He’s asked us to ask these of all the witnesses that are testi- 
fying before us. 

I believe you’ve told us that you’ve provided deposition testimony to the Senate; 
isn’t that correct? 

Answer. That’s correct. 

Question. And I’m curious, when you first learned that this committee wanted to 
take this deposition, did you wonder why you needed to be deposed again after you 
had already been deposed by the Senate? 

Answer. Yes, I did. 

Question. Can you estimate for me just very roughly what percentage of the ques- 
tions you were asked today were also asked by the Senate? 

Answer. 80 percent. 

Question. 80 percent. And I also understand you’ve been interviewed by the FBI? 

Answer. That’s correct. 

Question. And I gather a lot of the questions that the FBI asked were the same 
ones that have been asked today? 

Answer. That’s correct. 

Question. Have you been notified of any other testimony that you’re scheduled to 
give in the future? 

Answer. Not yet. 

Question. And I believe that when — I believe that you were at the DNC when 
some of the first congressional document requests were served upon the DNC; is 
that correct? 

Answer. That’s correct. 

Question. Do you recall how much time you spent searching for documents at the 
DNC responsive to those requests? 

Answer. Probably each request required half a day of work. 

Question. Can you estimate a total of 

Answer. Four hours. I think there were three requests. 

Question. Four hours for each request? 

Answer. Right. 

Question. Okay. And since you have left the DNC, have you spent any time 
searching for documents responsive to document requests? 

Answer. I no longer have any documents. 

Question. Other than the time that you’ve spent in this deposition, how much 
other time — well, actually let me stop that question. 

In connection with this entire investigation, can you give me an estimate of how 
much time you have spent? And that would include the Senate testimony, the FBI 
testimony, your testimony here, all the preparation time, all the travel time, con- 
versations. We’ll leave it at that. 

Answer. Probably 2 weeks of time. 

Question. And I assume this is the time that you have not been able to spend at 
your job? 

Answer. That’s correct. 

Question. Other than your time, this 2 weeks that you’ve said, have you — I’ve as- 
sumed you’ve incurred other expenses to come here, travel expenses, hotel expenses, 
things like that? 

Answer. Most of the travel expenses have been incurred by the committees that 
have requested my presence, and the majority of the burden of my expenses has 
been placed on the DNC. 

Question. And obviously there’s the time off from work I gather? 

Answer. Oh, yeah. I mean, that’s probably the greatest expense, my lost time. 

Question. And if it is available, will you seek reimbursement from this committee 
for your time? 

Answer. Yes. 

Mr. Wilson. I have nothing further. Thank you again for coming today. 

The Witness. Sure. 

Mr. Pierson. Sorry for coaching. 
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Mr. Wilson. Thank you very much, Mr. Swiller. 

Mr. Pierson. Thank you, gentlemen. 

[Whereupon, at 5:12 p.m., the deposition concluded.] 

[The exhibits referred to follow:] 
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MEMORANDUM 


TO: 

Richard Sullivan 
Art SwilJer 

FROM; 

Ann Braziel 

DATE: 

<daie> 

SUBJECT: 

AR Fundraising 


Mark Mkidletoo spem some time with me and pledged to beip in raising money. Most 
of his contacts will be raised into Trustee and Managing Trustee Councils, and be was also 
very interested in the Asian Pacific American Leadership Council. He also gave particular 
insight into Arkansas donon and targeting. Based on some database and prospecting lists, be 
made suggestions on calls for Truman. Joe Giroit. Paul Berry and Richard Mays. We also 
targeted donon and calls to make. Listed below are the results. 

Tnimas 
John Allison 
Bill Bowen 
Charles Murpbey 
Mike and Beth Coulsoo 

Joe Giroir CaOs 
Paul Berry 
Oavkj Banks 

Paul Berry Calls 
Herbert McAdams 

Richard Mays Calls 
Ernest Joshua 
John Wsiker 


CXber Calls: 

San Angel S5k 

Bob Bogle $I0k 

Mark Cambiano S20k 

Richard Hill 


; EXHIBIT 

! 1 ^= 2 = 


DNC 1 809003 




1015 


Ben Hogan 

DBC 

Ret Hudson 

Trustee 

Bobby Heiiiriech 

Trustee 

Jack Williams 

DBC 

Ben Allen 

NFC 

EJ.Ball 

NFC 

Don Beaven 

DBC 

Richard Bell 

DBC 

Greg Brown 

NFC 

James Dyke 

Trustee 

Harry Erwin 

munerous Slk 

Dick Herget 

DBC 

Frank Higgir^totbam DBC 

Kiki Hockersmitb 

NFC 

J.B. Hunt 

Trustee 

William Hurt 

DBC 

Percy MaJooe 

DBC 

Charles Morgan 

DBC 

Thomas Blaney 

Trustee 

Don Musro 

Trustee 

J.T. Rose 

DBC 

Charles Scharlau 

DBC 

Randy Warner 


Michael Wilson 

DBC and raise 

Raising Calls: 


Linbura Carlisle 


George Jemigan 


Earl Jooes 


Sam Perrooi 



DNC 1809004 
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BMC ria«nc« 
lx«eutlv« tuooAry 


Hr. Charll* Trie 


Hr. Ok«rli« Trie 
0aih*t«u Int«mttlon«l 
2234 Cottenb«l« tM* & 102 St. 
Littl* Rock, AR 72303 


Tt Pr«aid«nt/0%m«r 


It Daihatsu Zntarnation 


Ni , 

Bt 

Cl Businaaa Council 
KanaQing Truatoas 


Ct Jody Wabb ** Kra. Haag 

I, Dost 8/15/49 SSIT 


KRirm 

1995 Total! t 

0 • 

1995 Total} 0 


INOIVIDOAL 

Data 

5/12/94 

6/12/94 

Aaouat OoaaMnt 

20.000 1994 KZALTB 

60.000 1994 KEALTB 

CAR2 

CAR£ 

Solicitor 

CAMPAICR Hr. Richard Maya 
CAHPAtCN Mr. Richard Maya 

Puadraiaar 

Ari Swillar 

Ari Swillar 

POl 
NO 3 

HRimi 

1996 Totall 

0 

199$ Totall 0 



COMPANY 

Data 

7/16/94- 

Aaouat CoaMOt 
7,500 BC NATIOHAL 

Solicitor 

DtHKtR Mr. Richard Maya 

Puadraiaar 

David Marcar 

KOI 

RAISED 

Rasa 

Hr. Krnait Graan 

Hr. Brnaat Graan 

Chy Corporation*^ /" 7- 

Ch, Corjot.tlo^J 

Aaouat Ivant 

20.000 POTUS COPPIX 2/6/96 

30.000 POTDS corrsx 2/6/96 

10.000 APRICAH AHXRICAN tUNCUION 
10,000 APRICAM AHXRICAN ItmCNZON 

Data 

2/07/96 

2/07/96 

11/16/95 

11/14/95 



FARZtCXPATIOa 
Data Activity 


- EXHIBIT 

1 AS-3 



DNC 3078818 



1017 


^ 12/03/96 

Kra. Hah? M«i. Trla 


DKC Flnanc* 
XxAOutiT* SumAry 


Oi Saif Eaployod . ^ 
Ki Daihatsu Inti Tradng . 
=. ^ 


wRirrra 

Data 


at (2133 4S4-2S92 


St Kr. Yah Lin Tria ' 
DOBt 0/00/00 SSNt 




1996 Total! 


199S Total! 
Solicitor 


Fuadraisor 
Xri swlllar 


1996 Total! 
Aootmt 


199S Totali 
Solicitor 


Fuadraisor 


IKDIVIDOAL 

POl 

COMPANY 


RAI8SO 

Hoae Aoount Svant Data 


PARTICIPATIOff 
Oats Activity 
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Tos Martha Shoffner 
David L. Mercer 


Dt: August 22, 1994 


Follow up to meeting with Charlie Trie 


This is to follow up oy meeting with Mr. Trie before he left for 
Beijing. Several issues were discussed.' Below is -a status report 
and suggestions for. how we might ^handle the matters outlined below 

References for DC residence: 'Attached-is letter i ’wrote . oh . Mr . 
Trie's behalf and forwarded to the appropriate^party.' Hr.’''Kays is 
' sending his letter out on Augu8t-23,-.1994. .. 

•r. ..v.*!;/ '• 

Video Tape of Presidential Gala;£l.,have put -search outr^or the 
tape that included. Mr.-‘ Trie. ;4j'Tq ^^te we yhaVe not-,beehj able to 
locate it. We will continue ItM ^search;; >£•- f ■' 

DHC Finance Cqaaiittee Boards, of ;Difectors:^!-.,The re’quest’llfor the 
letter inviting . Mr. Trie - to 'serva!-..bn the • finance 'board - is 
forthcoming. The reqtiesc has been made^and is being proceVsed.-' I 
meet with Mr. Terry McAuliffe on Aii^st 24^ 1994 to clos'e” the 
matter and secure the letter. 


Mission to China: The Commerce Department begins its mission to 
China on August 27< 1994. I received word that arrangements for 
receptions and other affairs were already .handled through other 
sources. However/ Mr. Trie will receive ^notification of the 
mission's activities bolding open -the possibility of participating 
in some .of the events. 

» • 

Personal Bio and Coe^any Profile: I requested this information from 
Kr. Trie. If possible, please send me a package that includes 
bios, coof^any profile or other pertinent and noteworthy documents. 


Macau: Mr. Trie infozTMd of business interests in Haucau. Again, 
please forward prospectus, company profiles and bios of the 
Individuals participating in the ventures. 

Schedule: To prepare for meetings upon Mr. Trie's return, please 
forward a copy of his schedule for vhea he will be in Washington, 
DC. We can then plan for his visit and taaks the necessary 
arrangements. 


Confidential Information 


IffliffiHfillliiUmifiM DNC 1275756 
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7.21 

NOTES FOR ARI: 


Ari~I count Tom Hippie with 7 rooms (4 RC and 3 WH)“is tWs correct? 

Aon O’Conner has 3 WH and 3 FS~is this correct? 

Ari-Amy Rosen and Jim Desmond both listed on Trustee list is this correct*-should 
they both receive a credential package? 

Lockheed Martin has 2.FS, l-RC, ISP (Rosen, Desmond, Chaudet) and Checchi has FS- 
-is this ok? 

Aii^Owsley Brown and Kerry Skelly both listed on Trustee list.-is this correct-should 
they bothe receive a credential package? 

Yarwood (Sun Mar Healthcare and Am^can Health Care Association) and Frank 
Johnson (CEO. Sun Mar) are both listed on Trustee list-is this correct- should they both 
receive a credential package? 

Charlie Trie has 4 SP and 2 WH-is this right? I thought it was 4 total? 

David Mercer told me that Anhucaser has 8 rooms with Pastrick and 3 or so with us. 

NOTES FOR CAROLYN: 

Otto Ruesch and Matt Ruesch should be switched-Otto should get the suite, son 
should get the room 

Tommy Payne should be contact for RJR not Carol Cole (she left the company) 

Has Textron/Gordon Thomas got Trustee housing or Renaissance? 

Maria Elena Torano has sent in her form . 

Jack Moore attending— at Hyatt with Labor 

Governor Gutirrez is attending convention but does not need housing 
Maurinne Cogan IS attending (Marshall cogan iisted as not attending) 

I A Guest, John HeOer, is attending for BOB ELKINS, please put him on for his 
! credentials (Bob is listed as not attending) . . 

Val Halamandaris-has he reserved Renaissance or Trustee hoiels'^'^fe^ . 

B a r ba f fl L i HdcimaifU ' is in SP 

Who is Scully (8ponsor)..PridIla Ross is attending? 

Tararaz should ^ a double room— his d aughter is ppw atten^g with him. ^ 

Fjoe Vclasquc^has 1 room at Sun^ J j Cc't 2_ 

Who Is sponsor Wheeleriwaiiace H^erson anending)^ O ' 


Confidentii ■ Information 


» 00J5575 
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{usAj, 'inc' 


MEMORANDUM 

TO: Ari SWilIer 

ONC 

FROM: G«orgie Kronenbarg 

DATE: May 11, 1995 

Subject; Luncb for Queen of Thaliand 


Ari. } know you are pushing very hard ter Paulfne to be on the'Whft© House guest list 
for the Queen’s lun^eon. Therefore. I would like to recap for you the histofy of 
Pauiine Kanchanaiak’e involvement with the President's campaign and the DNC: 

Pauline joined the campaign early on at the introduction of Esther Coopersmith. 

(Actually, she and her husband. Jeb. were Ihs people who introduced Esther to 
Thailand almost ten years ago. Pauiine and Jeb made arrangement with toe palace 
ter Esther and the Congressiona) delegation to have an audience with toe King and 
Queen of Thailand. Th^ made a simitar afrangement for Esther and her group every 
year for consecutive years and occasionally thereafter). 

in addition to financial contnljution, Pauline worked with minority groups, both Asian 
and non-Asian, during the campaign. She first became a Trustee of the DNC at the 
beginning of 1993 and became a Managing Tmstee m 1994. 

As you may know. Pauline's contribution to toe DNC has been through the Women 
Leadership Forum (WLF) and has been very active in toe WIF since its inception. She 
participates in the formulation of polky and acdvitles of the WLF. She started wortdng 
with WLF on the re-election strategy and activities. 

Pauline has been a sponsor of the Easter Egg Hunt at toe White House for the last two 
years (1994 and 199S). 

She was recently bvfted to join the official delegation of Secrcftjfy Brown and 
Ambassador K inter to the First Hemispheric Trade and Commeroe Forum this July. 

Pauline and ijsr husband made an arrangement for the Quean to receive an Honorary 
Degree a1 the Georgelown University in 1992 and was involved in getting funding from 
Thailand lor the Thai Exhibit at the Capital Children Museum and for toe Museum 
itself. The funds also paid for the Exhibit to travel around toe U.S. 

On the non-poli!cal front, Pauline serves as a Trustee of toe Vlashlngton international 
School. 

f 0010590 

k*. S«» 630 30CO K Strtti. N.W.. WwNnjs*'- ^.C 2033?, US-l TeJ (20® 537^9?0 ?«. ROSJ SS'-XCS 
li^oS. t So 2S, >OiicngcDi»)r. IO^IC. V'.aii'C *<1- (552! eSOSOSO (&o«! 
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Pauline is not a lobbyist and do not get paid to be involve in politics in the U.S. She 
did it because she believes in what the President has been Hying do and to team first 
hand about the demooraiio process. 

Thailand is her birth place and U.S. her adopted country. She is the first and only 
Thai who is actively participating in all these mainstream aqtivflies in the U.S, It is 
svmbolioatlv very Important t o Pauline and myself that for once she Is rseogniaed for 
what she has done both as a Thai and a resident of the U.S. i believe her name would 
add prestige to the White House guest list. 

All, as I have said before, It Is very important to Pauline that she is on the Wiite House 
list for this luncheon. Honestly, I cannot think ol any worse insult to Pauline if her 
name was excluded from this lunch. 

Again, thank you very much tor all your help. Look forward to hearing good news (rom 
you. 

P.S. On a different matter, please let mo know the amount to reimburse you tor the 
luncheon at the White House mess which Susan Levine has kindly organiaed for us. 

Best regards. 


f OOtOSSI 
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MEMORANDUM TO THE FttE 

From; Aii 

Date; November 20, 5996 

Re: Conver$«iion wiA Pauline Kanchantlak 


On November 14, 1996, 1 had * phone convtnation with Pauline Kanchanaiak while ^e 
was in Thailand. Dwiing the conversation, Pauline and I discussed the source of 
contributions to the Democratic Kadonai Conutunee (DNC) that were arnibrned to ht^-. 
At that time, she stated that she had not made any contributions to the DNC and that all 
contributions came from her mother law, Praitun Kanchanalalc. Pauline explained that this 
was an arrangement she had made with Vic Raiser during the 1992 campaign. I asked her 
if she had ever discussed that arrangemeat with anyone other than hfr. 1Uis«r. specified^ 
Richard Sulli^^ Lauren Su)»na, John Huang or me. She clearly stated that she never 
indicated that coniributiotis from P. Kanchanalak were not from her. 


^ iXHs&n 


r Beiijzs 
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7/2S/94 BHC rLnanc* 

Sx*eutiv« Stiimt»ry 

Hs. Jofsa Hr- -John Kuan) 

*.ipS>o 8«^ 

711 W*c« Coll«9a S«r««t 
lot CA 91207 


tft (213} 62S-868e ?» (223) 6a$<'8SS4 
at 

Tt Vic» CiiikciMin 
O: 

Xt S«n!c at trad* 

Ct 


SRITTWI iW4 Tot«li 10,000 


Vt (213) £35-0554 ts 

Si 

Cs 


at <34ft« K. Huxng 
SOBi 4/24/4S SSHs 


1993 Totxli 20,000 


Oata 

JbBOUBt 

CooBaat 


3/iS/94 

10,000 

TRosna raocRAN march, 19 

12/14/93 

10,000 

£OS MiOSUS 

EVEKT PRfiS, C 

6/2S/S3 

10,000 

VASH1M6T0N CRIA, VDC 

9/22/92 

5,000 

ci,iinroK/sW( 

PSH/IT OOV KC 

9/22/92 

5,000 

etZKTON/SAM 

PRN/LT COV HC 

9/09/92 

1,000 

Clinton/Karrimaa/Hlddlab-j 

7/28/92 

5,000 

Mouatoa,TX 

Zvant 

6/01/92 

800 

Malinda tm* 

sr 6 lA calie 

10/23/90 

1,000 

Hallnda ¥«a 

sr £ lA calif 


WaelraLLMur 


HRITTS!f 1994 Tee&lt 0 1993 Total t O 


imoivid; 


COJCPJ! 


Oxta IMDust 


Solleitw 


ruc^siMC 


ShXStSi 

Rxm toouat K<v«st Oatw 


PMtTICiaATIOH 
Oata Artirity 

'pE^eTEI^ p-^OiKi 

T^Ol-js 7* 

? -26-?^ 




!■iii■liili■iliiii»NC 31283- 
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MEMORANDUM 


To; RkhaKt Sidiivan 

Pr: David Mercer 

Dc Seprember 14. 

!U: VP UineiteoQ Usi 

Itus s dte fist you re^ie^ ^ dK VP hut^oa art tbe 9r2i. k** a po^ of some ^ t&e hat raiseri/wnacrs & dnw 
kocn. Let's set tojetber to size it tlown. 'Punks for your attiauoo. 


Mr. Emesi Green 
Marafing Director 
Lehaun Srothers 
{«27 1 Street. SW. Suite UOO 
Wa;^i«an. DC 20006 


Mefvio E. Clark. Jr.. Est;. 
PreskSeot 

Mew^ex Co^nboa 
512 G Street. SW 
Wasfua^M. DC 20(n4 


Mr. Rkbaid L. Mays. Esq. 
Mays A Cnieber Law Offices 
4|S Main Street 
lisieRock. Ail 72201 


Confidential Wonnalion 


■IBiilililillii DNC 1587948 
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Y»h Lin 'Chitlic' Trie 
Ptniden 

D«i)ucn Imenudonai Tndins. {»c. 

Buiidinf. Suia Li50 
523 South Louisiana 
Lisle Rock. AR 22:M1 


Don BinJea 
President 

Barden Cocnmunicaciots. Iix. 

243 West Cof^ress Sffeet- Suits 1000 
Detroit. Ml 48226 


Ms. Janice Griffin 
The Pruiisiuiai 

1 i40 CofiBecticut Avesue. NW. Suite 510 
Washiagioa DC 20036 


Mr. Eugene G. Jackson 

Chairman & CEO 

World African Network 

5120 West Goldlca/Cifck. Suite 380 

Los Angeles. C A 90056 


Mr. Roten L. Johnson 
Presidenr & CEO 
Black Entcrtaimsem Television 
5232 3ht Sceei. NW 
Washingioo. DC 20007-3496 


Mi. Raymond McOeodon 

Pryor. McCIeodoa. Counts &. Co. loe. 

One Midtowo Plaaa 

1350 Peachtres StrecL .NE. Suite 850 

AUast*. OA 30309 


ConSdenaslWb™*™* 


1587949 
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Dr. Ceoe New«>a 
Cootdiittce^ Huliheve Sywns 
&1{< Old Vo^Rttd. Suite y» 
WalatielpiM. PA 191 2« 


IrtleiK Sunes 
Vice P«s»sleai 

Po(«»!uc Skcuic Power Cootpuy 
1900 PetBBjrlvani* Awefwe. NW 
WaiMoiKm. DC 20068 


Mr. Frink Brooks 
Brooks Sausage CocBpasy. loe. 
760095* Sam 
Keooslja. W1 S3 142. 


Mrs. Ro 1»Q BrtW^ 

Muufitig Olnxcar 
WilUmeite Mai»|esm 
87S0 West Byra Mawr Aveaue 
Ckicago. iL 60631 


Ic^safty Ckuag 
Ckairmaa 

Automared fetelUtea Syrnnt. loc. 
3771 Ptm Del Aoo. Swur 809 
Toit^6fi^CA50Se3 


Mf . CaiiR Thentpsoa Cole 
Vice Presidea 
R/R Nabisco lac. 

I4SS Peaasytvaaia Avenue, NW 
Washiogwo. DC 20004 


Confidentai tnfonmiioa 

■liiiiiliWIHB DHC 1587950 
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Randy Echols 
President 

Ecbob & Company 
901 East Capitol Sueei. SE 
Wajhingion. DC 20003 


Anthony iortes 
Preside oc 
Tonya, inc. 

lOOO Vennoot Avenue. KW. Sch Boor 
Washington. OC 20005 


.Mr. Rollie Kimbrough 
President dt CEO 
MCSI Tccboologies 
S401 CoUesviile Road. Suite 305 
Silver Spring. MO 20910 


Weldon Latham 

Partner. Shaw. Bnman. Poos. Jt Trowbridge 
2300 N Street. 

Washington. DC 20037 


Mr. William Lucy 
AFSCME 
1 62S L Street. KW 
Washington. DC 2003d 


Bill Lynch 
Vice-President 
McAndrews dc Forbes 
38 East 63rd Street 
New Yor k. KY 10 021 


.Ms. Mariaaoe Camille Spraggim. Esd- 
iM Ceoffil Park West. Apt. 104 
.Mew York. KY 10025 
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Uoy Cibsoe 

The Kan Schmoke Cenmiitee 
36 Soadi Gurles Sveec. Suite 2210 
Seliimore. MD 21201 


Confidential 
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August:!. 1995 


Mf. Johnny Chung 
Chairman and CEO 
Automated {nieUigem System 
2771 Plaza Del Amo 
Suite 809 

Torrance. CA 90503 
Dear Johnny: 

Thought you would be interested in the enclosed. 
Sincerely. 


Art SwHief 
Tr\iStaDiiec«?r 


Richard Sullivan 
National Finance Director 



iiiWinWlifiiiii DNC 1 7393 IS 
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March 1,1995 


TOt Kathlean 

FR: Richard Sullivan/Ari Swillar 

R£; Scheduling Request for Chairaan Fowler for March 8th 


Meeting requested hy Johnny Chung, CEO Autoioated Intelligent 
Systems, Inc. Torrance, CA, ONC Managing Trustee 

pRgygRRgp TIMS Wednesday Afternoon, March 9th 

BACKOROiaffi 

Johnny contributed $94,000 to the DHC and raised an additional 
$40,000. $60,000 of this was for a DKC fundraising luncheon with 
the First Lady in Los Angeles on December 3rd, otur first fundraiser 
after the November elections. 

Johnny is a second generation Taiwanese American who started out as 
a computer salesman and formed his ovn fasecast company, AISI, three 
years ago. Johnny was named Los Angeles small businessman of the 
year by the LA HBC affiliate in 1994. His company, AISI does the 
faxing for many Democratic gubernatorial and senatorial candidates. 

g0RPQSg__0r JttgTIKg 

Johnny also does a great deal of business/trade with China. He 
would like to bring in some of his fellow associates from China who 
are visiting DC next week for a courtesy meeting with the Chairman. 
They are all prominent businessmen and include the Chairman of the 
China Chamber of International Commerce and the Vice President of 
the China International Trust and Investment Corporation. His group 
will be meeting with Secretary Brown earlier in the day. Enclosed 
is the list and bios for the attendees. 


F 01ll75il 
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MEMORANDUM 


TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

R«: 


Doo F«wl«r* DNC ChurmM 
Akjaodra Y. Castillo 
July 12, 1995 ™ 

Moctiof with Rofcr Tamraz 


Pursuant to your meeting with Mr. Roger Tamraz, Capitol Oil Inc., held on Tuesday. July 11; I 
would like to forward to you some recently received background information on his business 
operations. As a potential Managing Trustee member, Mr. Tamraz's business dealing may 
potentially, if not definite, political and ethical implications on the DNC fundraising operations. I 
have had several conversations with Carol Khare and Ari Swiller regarding Mr. Tamraz's 
background. Please review the following memo. DNC Finance Department is pending your guidance 
on whether to continue our conversation with Mr. Tamraz and/or extend an mvitanon to participate 
in DNC events. 

Roger Tamraz 

Biographical Information: 

• Egyptian bom and U.S. resident 

• Religion: Maronite Catholic 

• Educated at the American University in Cairo. Cambridge University .England and at 
Harvard Business School, Massachusetts. 

Business Background: 

• In the I960's. Mr. Tamraz worked for the New York based investment firm of Kidder. 
Peabody in New York and Beirut. 

• In 19?4. he set up his own investment firm. First Arabian Corp., to invest the money of 
Middle East clients. 

• Served as Bank AUMashrek Chairman'>Lebanon*$ second Largest bank. 

• In December of 19SI. Mr. Tamraz was accused by the Lebanese authorities of siphoning an 
estimated SI 54 million out of the second>largest bank in Lebanon. Bank AI>Mashrek. 

• During this time, Mr. Tamraz headed Jet Holding, owners of TransMediterreanean Airwi^rs 
(TMA'Cargo specialist) and Middle East Airlines (MEA). 

• Owner of TAMOIL, since the late 19S0's. Mr. Tamraz has slowly sold or merged his 
holdings of TAMOIL. Among the big Tamoil buyers is Oilinvest, an overseas investment 
arm of Libya's National Oil Company. Oiiinvesfs acquired the Milan^based Tamoil group of 
companies with operations in Italy and Spain-'^Further explained in Event section. 

£vents:I990*s 

• On March 6, 1989, die international press reported that Roger Tamraz had been kidnapped 
on Feb 19. However, a Beirut newspaper reponed that Tamraz fled after a run on his bank 
and amid accusations he embezzled $200 milium. Tamraz fled from the Christian east Beirut 


DNC 3116351 
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to the Mosiem-held western pan seeking die protection of Moslem milma when judicial 
authorities issued a warrant for his arrest 

• While seeking safe haven in west Beirut it was reported that Hobeika. a former commander 
of the Lebanese Force><the main Christian mtlitia, forced Tamraz to pay a 53 miHion he 
claimed was owed him af^r the eoilapse of the Bank AI>Meahrek. Hobeika is held 
responsible for die Septen^er 19S2 massacre of hundred of Palestinian civilians by Chnsnan 
militiamen in two Beirut refugee camps alter Israel Invaded Lebanon. 

• Tamraz was freed after paying the fm^ installment of a S3 million ransom. However. 
Tamraz denied all news stories of ever having been kidnapped. 

• Investors sty the bank, under Tamraz direction* made shaky investments in Spanish real- 
estate. casinos in Portugal and a money losing cargo airline. Sources claim diat Ai-Mashreq 
bank ran inm difficulties because Tamraz, who oumed at the time 20 enterprises, had Al- 
Mashreq invest cadi reserves to fund private businesses. 

• Lebanon's Central Bank has had to fund the ANMashreq to prevent it from total collapse 
and bail out local depositors, a step which could have shaken the country's banking system. 

It was estimated that Al-Mashreq bank had a deficit of SlOO million. 

Events: 1990*s 

• Since the ISSO's Tamraz has worked to revitalize his oil business in lieu of financial and 
politica! mishaps in Lebanon. TAMOIL, a leading oil company (reftneries, gasoline stations) 
with holdings in Italy (S.3% of Italian Market) and Spain (•— ) have been slowly partitioned 
and sold during the last seven years to OIUNVEST. 

• Despite the Washington's freeze of Libyan assets and boycott of Libya-related companies. 
Tamraz aided OILINVEST. an overseas invesnnent arm of Libya's National Oil Company, to 
continue a panem of acquisitions in Italy during the I9S0's. OILINVEST acquired 89.5 % 
equity in TAMOIL and a network of 1,945 service station as well as distnbutton centers 
throughout Italy. OILINVEST, dirough TAMOIL. bought 75% in Volcan Oil Milan. 

• By 1992, Beirut bankruptcy court approved several offers to sell TMA, the cargo airline 
under Tamraz' s direction. The deal involved the payment of S8 million and the bank's taking 
responsibility for TMA's estimated S35 million debt incurred as part of Ai-Mashrsq bank 
financial crisis. 

• Presently, Tamraz is Chaimian of OIL CAPITAL INC. Oil Capital Inc has announced a 
new plan to build a large S2 billion pipeline through Armenia. It is expected that over 100 
million faanels of oil per day will begin to flow from the two Caspian Projects Azerbaijan 
and neighbors. Kazakhastan and Turkmenistan, could have well over 100 billion barrels of oil, 
making them comparable to Iraq or Kuwait and potentially bigger than Alaska's Prodhoe Bay 
or North Sea. 

• This Caspian deal is drawing Washington in. Washington is feeling the mounting pressures 
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from oti cempuiies sueh a Amoco. Molnle, Exxon, McDermott. Brovvn & Root. Bechtel, and 
Chevron. The CUnton Admintstration is being pushed to alter its pro^Russta policy and start 
backing the republics in an attempt to push the deal forward. 

Conclusions: 

Based upon the above stated events, it is clear that Mr. Tamraz has several problems pending before 
the international business community. Among the more recent events concerning Mr Tamraz is his 
bar from particip^ing in a Comm^'ce Department Trade board (unofftCial-Caroi Khare received 
vMuning from a DOC friend). 

In a conversation held with Ah Swiller yesterday. Mr. Tamraz expressed his desire to contribute 
$300,000 to the DNC. Indeed, his conthbution is greatly ai^reciated and highly needed, however, 
his past involvement in shaky intemahonai business and para^militaiy organizations may generate 
considerable problems for the DNC. Mr. Tamraz seeks political leverage to secure his oil ventures m 
the Russian Republics (Caspian Oil Project). 

Our association with Mr. Tamraz ^outd be well defined, a difficult task given his complex business 
connections and polihcd associations. His business background has proved to be full of significant 
financial and edtteaJ troubles. Pay attention to these wanting signals?. 

I hope this memo has provided you with die information needed. 

CC: 

Carol Khare 
Ah Svhiler 


DNC 31 16353 


MEMORANDUM FOR ROGER TAMRAZ 


FR: Richard Sullivan 
Ari Swiller 
RE: Contributions 
DT: March 28, 1996 


7-19-95 • $20,000, Richard Molpus for Governor 
$25,000, Virginia Democratic Party 
$25,000, Louisiana Democratic Party 
$20,000, Written. DNC Federal Account 

7- 29-95 - $20,000, Raised, Elias Haddad and Nonna Haddad 

8- 29-95 - $ 5,000, Written, Richard Molpus for Govenor 

9- 01-95 - $20,000, Raised, Gil Sireni 
9-01-95 - $20,000, Raised, Marcia Sireni 
9-10-95 -$50,000, Written 
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MEMORA’VDUM FOR ROGER TAMRAZ 

FR; Richard SulUvan 
An Swiller 
R£: Contributions 
DT: March 28. 1996 


SIOO.OOO 

Virginia Democratic Party 

25.000 

Virginia Legislative Confemnee 

20.000 

Molpus for Governor of Mississippi 

25.000 

Louisiana Democratic Party 

130.000 

DNC 
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irw'in Siegel 
Richard C. Agins 
Glenn a. Reiner 
Cart D. Bernstein 


Stephen S. SImihou 
Neil S. ^■^iIfe^ 
Rhonda L. Caynier 


AGINS, SIEGEL & BERNSTEIN, LLP 

z Artome^‘S‘aI*La^^' ' '■■■■ 

M.^OISO^ A 
NEW N ORN. NtiW- VOHh KMT 
■ 

TAX (2I2| .V. 


August 14. 1996 


SolortiCMi J. Freer 
Kalmoit D 
Charles M. Nevx 
Co 


CERTIFIED MAIL 

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

Hor William Jeftefson Clinton 
President of the United States 
The White House 
Washinuion. D C 20005 

Rc: Hermes Enterprises. Ltd. v. The Democratic National Committee 

Dear President Clinton 

Enclosed are copies of my letter ir> 7 he Democraiic National Comniiliee. dated May 5 1 . 
1996 and July 2, I99c\ on beiiaifxvl' Hermes Emeiprises, Lid.. 64! Fifth Avenue, New ^‘ofk. New 
York 10022’ 

Incredibly, neitlier mv client nor I have -‘eccived any response and we must turn lo you for 

rdicf 


Mr Fowler had agreed with my client ih.n he would provide uv<i video tapes featuring 
address^ by you for presentation to the Greek-Amcrican communiiv here in New' 

Neither of those tapes were supplied, although the requested coniribuuon ofSSO.OOO was made 
to the “D N C ” by clieck dated December 23. S99.5 


I 'nroaunaicfy. .therefore, we had no alternative but to request n refund of ihai amouni 


flic D N ( s failure to respond leaves u.s no alternative but to advise you that, unless this 
iiiaiier is re.soiveji within ten (10) days of the vjic of this leuei. we must eonmience an action Ut 
'tA-iiitf the rehifid due to riermes Enieronses ..to 


We siitcercK iiope ih*s wji no: be ije-vji.tr' 


S EXHIBIT 

1 


!- !::vv>v;vc' I i:; 



EOF a5S87 
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MED-TECH* 

MediaJ-Tedmlcal Gaeea. lac. SO HaB Street Meclford. MA. 02155. TeL (617) 395-1946 


MX a?7st SKsgr 

DATE: 7/18/95 tIHS: P 

isyKssR or PAGES, XKaroiHs this sitm: ^ 

PE&SOh* TO COSIACT IT PIMJSLEi TAX «U«»{lTtAHCE:____ 

MJMLI2' 




.2101 


COKPiST 


■m' mM 


Raa»sh V. Xepur 




Deer Ari. 

The topics of discussion wic.h Reger Johnson will p«: 



>Jsu do ve jet eaore Indisn-Afiericans high-level positions "b-ich the CSA? 


2. Hov do ve prevent Indiaa-Anerican businesses froa Vecontng pigeonholee • 
into smeller cootrects when tnev ere capable of handlins larger contracts? 

A copy e£ Pracap ■Rajedhpaksha 's resume fellows together vith Information 
regarding his companies. 




^ — 


ToH Free (800) Fine Gas • Fax(617>895- 
soKxim 


iS-9098 




DNC 323S707 
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MEMORANDUM FOR CHAIRMAN FOWLER 

From: Ari Swiller 

Date: April 3, 1996 

Re: Meeting with Joe Ruggiero and Jim Irwin 


Jim Irwin and Joe Ruggiero are the Chairman and Vice Chairman, respeaiv-ely. of 
IMP AC Group. Last year when we met with Joe he complained ^ut his treatment from 
the DNC during the previous two years. He committed to increse the contributions from 
IMP AC if his inclusion at DNC e>«nu improved. He was immediailey included in a black- 
tie White House dinner (February 22} with his wife and restated his commitment to the 
DNC. I dogged for a few months on his promised contribution - it never materialized It 
is my understanding that this meeting it another opportunity for him to air his grief before 
he commits to help the DNC at the Connecticut with a $100,000 IMP .AC has given 
over a quarter of a million dollars to the RNC over the past few years and 




exhibit 


As-IL, 


DNC 3063532 
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I M P A C‘ 

Inteorated Control Systems, Inc. 
VIA FAX TRANSMISSION 

Juum A. lUiemko 
Viee*CHAiuiAN 

TO: Ann* Brazil, Deaiocratic National Comnittaa 

FRM; Josaph A. Ruggiaro, Vica Chairman 

RE: iRsuas discussed at meeting with Hr. Irwin and Mr. 

Ruggiero 

DATE: April 17, 1996 


Pursuann to your request, Rha following issues ware what we 
discussip at our meeting with Mr. Fowler: 

(1) Woeld like an appointment with the American Ambassador mo 

Finland. i 

(2) Would like to talk to Sanio^ White House Advisor i 
immigration matters about the exception inltha statutes to all^ 
consultants, like Arthur Anderson, to work in the United Stated 
Should be extended to all companies doing this type of wori^ 
otherwise Rp non*. 

(3) Wouia like two (2} passes to the Democratic National 
Convention. 

(4) * Would like to meet with woman who heads up the National 

Performance Review Council to see if we can get one of our p^oXe 
appointed to their Board. » 

I wi^l be in our Connecticut office next Tuesday and Wednesday 
(203) 567-013S if you wish to speak with me, otbervise you'can 
contact me through ay assistant, Joan Zaaaett in the Florida 
office* 

Thank MU fRr any assistance you may 'be able to give us. 


Vice Chairman 

JAR/jaz 


n% VtsT Arotxjt 3395$ USA 

I4M1M477 1^-992-4672 FaZ 94J.639-94ft 
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March 8. 1996 


The Honorable Derek Shearer 
Antbassador to Finland 
United States Embassy — Helsinki 
APO AE 09723 

Dear Ambassador Shearer: 

Attached is a letter from Joseph A. Ruggiero and Jim Erwin which details the background 
of the libel case involving their company, Integrated Control Systems, Inc. 

I would appreciate any assistance you may offer to Mr. Ruggiero and Mr. Erwin regarding 
this maner. Please contact me at if you have any questions regarding this 

maner. Thank you for your assistance 

Sincerely, 


Donald L. Fowler 
National Chairman 

DLF/arb 


DNC 3063534 
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DNC FINANCE CALL SHEET 


For: 

CALL SHEET PREPARED BY: Ann Braikl 

DATE: December 3 

NAME: Jonah Shacknai 

TITLE: Chairman and CEO 

COMPANY: Medicis Pharmaceutical Company 

ADDRESS: Phoenix, AZ 

PHONE: 


asst NAME: 

CONTRIBUTOR HISTORY: $20k In 1992 

REASON FOR CALL: He Is very Interested In participating in convention, but is not 

sure about membership. Ask him to begin renewal of his 
Trustee membership at S25k and attend the Coffee with the 
President on 12/13, 15, or 21. 

ADDITIONAL NOTES: 

CALL RESULTS: 




Confidential 



D.NC 3098456 
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(SJp^ 

DNG FINANCE CALL SHEET 

FOR; Vice President Gore 

CALL SHEET PREPARED BY: Richard Sullivan/ Ari Swiller 

DATE: December I, 1995 

NAME: Peter May 

TITLE: President, COO 

COMPANY: Triarc Companies, Inc, 

ADDRESS; 900 Thii^ Avenue 
3l5t Floor 

New York, NY 10022 

PHONE: ■ 

ASST NAME: 

CONTRIBUTOR HISTORY: Peter contributed $50,000 in October of l995, $100,000, 

in September of 1994 and $110,000 in May of 1993. 

REASON FOR CALL: Ask Peter to contribute an additional $50,000 to the 

DNC Media Fund. 

ADDITIONAL NOTES: 

CALL RESULTS: 

' oore 



EOF 049239 
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MLMOR.\M)fM TO AJU S'MLLER 

Frcsi: 

0«£e: Aprii Hit 

S«bj«ct: 'Loose Ends* 


• Frasi >foor« Tour Request Msureen Bates request^ {*0 (Ot^s for friends of Frank 

Moore eariter :his month. I immedimly teat 1 raexo to S-san ises atiached). As you taow. 
(he first tour «-3$ botched. Susaa is out sick today, i called Karen .Anderson at the Vr’hite 
House and she agreed 10 lead U» tour 'on either the 2£th or ^~th of April. I then spoke with 
Maureen, who said the 37th is p^ferable. llie tour. then, is set for Thursday. April 37th at 
10:30 A.M with Karen Andersoc and the party of Frank Farrero (2 adulo. I chifol). I have 
relayed all this information to Nancy, who uid she would fotfow*up next week. Maureen 
Bates is out next week: Tom Sadler at B^ill be handling her work. 

• Dotua SbaJala-.Alaa Soiomoot ! have spoke with Nancy Chestnut. Shalaia's 
scheduicf. on rwo occasions resuding the request. She had said the would get back with me 
on Thursday, April 20th. She knows of Alan Solomont and what he has done for us. and the 
importance of this request. I have left three messages with her this inonun|. Her number is 
690-6610. 

• Queen of Thailand As you know. Pauline Kanchanalak has astol to be included in 
the Queen of Thailand sute dinner ic May. I have only been involved with this request in that 
I spoke with Ceorgi Kronenberg on April 12th to field the request. 

• Suzaaoc MorcUe Suzanne suggested doing lunch sometime soon. Her number is 
647-4121. 


• Dodd Thank-you Letters During the recess. Chairman Dcdd has been unable to sign 
letters, f have submifted our Ijners and e>elopes » Racnei Kir$cabef|. who said she would 
have him sign them as toon as possible ar .make c^ies for i». She has not given us copies. 
W: shculd tOL-th base wichher tomake swe :nu happer.s 

• Jewish and Chinese-Asscricaa Trustee List Requests Dehi Mt^iie has requested a 

list of Jewish '*'.‘us(ees so uhat the caa update her daubase. Steve Boyd has requested a .ist of 
Chioese-American Tnuiea for Andrew Hsi of the Secretariat of Taiwan, per the request of 
Jim Brady. ONC Vice Ouur. Steve s extensioD is Jin Brady's number i# • 

Nancy said she would follow up with both these requests widt you oe Monday. Neither 
re^iesc is urgent. 


IliMKiillfiliW DNC' 1761511 
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.MEMOR.AM)UM 


DATE: 

APRIL 24. 1995 

TO: 

STEVE BOYD 

FROM: 

ARl SWILLER 


NANCY BURKE 

RE: 

CHINESE-AMERICAN TRUSTEES 


Our current Chtnese-American Trustees arc: 

Mr. Johnny Chung (Managing Trustee) 
AutomatedTmelligeni Systems, {nc. 

2771 Plaza Del Amo 
Suite 809 

Torrance. CA 90503 
Office: 800.999*1736 

Fax: 310-328-8881 

Mr. Charlie Trie (Managing Trustee) 

Mrs. Wang Met Trie 

President 

Daihatsu International Trading. Inc. 

523 Louisiana Street 
Suite LLi50 
Little Rock, AR 72201 
Office: 501-370-9522 

Fax: 501-376-8989 

Home: 

Or. CJ. Wang (Managing Trustee) 

Dr. Mildred Wang 

Chairman 

fmernational Corporation of America 
1300 Army-Navy Drive 
Apartment 408 
Arlington. VA 22202 
Office: 703-979-2412 

Fax: 703-979-0473 

Home: 


Confidential Information 
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Meraoraadua 

TO: A(lSwiD« 

Ridufd SuUlvaa 

FR: ErieSiMoa 

l•yDttaB 

RE: NoaUaeet to ifae Prakiem*i Export CooftcO 
DT: Jaauiiy 24, 1994 


Tite Commeree Dcpvtmese liis asked tkrt DNC nnance submit racomaeadatloas (br aomioees to tbe 
Presidem*t Export Couiidl by tbe ead of today. Moadsy, laauacy 24. 

are currently seeklo| taiaorltiee aad womea to serve. Ibe aoaiioees must be CEOs of coa^anics 
dealing la export busioesses. 

^ iD/y T*> 


^ EXHIBIT 


l■IBI■IIIIEIII »NC 3052822 
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[The deposition of Dick Morris follows:] 

Executive Session 

Committee on Government Reform and Oversight, 

U.S. House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 

DEPOSITION OF: RICHARD S. MORRIS 

Thursday, August 21, 1997 

The deposition in the above matter was held in Room 2247, Rayburn House Office 
Building, commencing at 9:15 a.m. 

Appearances: 

Staff Present for the Government Reform and Oversight Committee: Barbara 
Comstock, Chief Investigative Counsel; Kristi Remington, Investigative Counsel; 
Michelle E. White, Investigative Attorney; Greg Zoeller, Majority counsel; Elliot 
Berke, Majority staff; Kenneth Ballen, Minority Chief Investigative Counsel; An- 
drew J. McLaughlin, Minority Counsel; Phil Schiliro, Minority staff director; David 
Sadkin, Minority counsel; and Kristin Amerling, Minority counsel. 

Also present: Representative Cummings. 

For MR. MORRIS: 

DAVID LENEFSKY, ESQ. 

Attorney & Counselor at Law 

18 East 48th Street 

New York, N.Y 10017 

Ms. Comstock. On the record. Good morning, Mr. Morris. I would like to begin 
by thanking you on behalf of the members of the Committee on Government Reform 
and Oversight for appearing here today. I am going through an opening statement 
here we read to all our witnesses. 

This proceeding is known as a deposition. The person transcribing this proceeding 
is a House reporter and notary public. I will now request that the reporter place 
you under oath. 

THEREUPON, RICHARD S. MORRIS, a witness, was called for examination by 

Counsel, and after having been first duly sworn, was examined and testified as 

follows: 

Ms. Comstock. I would like to note for the record those who are present at the 
beginning of the deposition. My name is Barbara Comstock. I am the chief inves- 
tigative counsel on the committee. I am accompanied today by Kristi Remington as 
Majority counsel and Michelle White, who is also Majority counsel. 

Ken Ballen is the designated Minority counsel for the committee this morning, 
and he is accompanied by Andy McLaughlin. 

Mr. McLaughlin. Andrew, actually. 

Ms. Comstock. With the Minority staff. 

The deponent is represented by Mr. Lenefsky. 

Although this proceeding is being held in a somewhat informal atmosphere, your 
testimony here today has the same force and effect as if you were testifying before 
the committee or in a courtroom. 

If I ask you about conversations you have had in the past and you are unable 
to recall the exact words used in the conversation, you may state that you are un- 
able to recall those exact words and then you may give me the gist or substance 
of any such conversation to the best of your recollection. 

If you recall only part of a conversation or only part of an event, please give me 
your best recollection of those events or parts of conversations that you do recall. 

If I ask you whether you have any information upon a particular subject 

Mr. Lenefsky. Can you identify the gentleman who just walked in? 

Ms. Comstock. It is another Majority member of the committee. 

The Witness. What is your name? 

Mr. Berke. Elliot Berke. 

The Witness. Member or counsel? 

Ms. Comstock. Staff member of the committee, on the Majority staff. 

If I ask you if you have any information upon a particular subject and you have 
overheard other persons conversing with each other regarding it or seen correspond- 
ence or documentation regarding it, please tell me that you do have such informa- 
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tion and indicate the source, either a conversation or documentation or otherwise, 
from which you have derived such knowledge. 

Before we begin the questioning, I would like to give you some background about 
the investigation and your appearance here. 

We have another staff member. 

Mr. Ballen. David Sadkin. 

Ms. Comstock. He is with the Minority staff. 

Pursuant to its authority under House Rules X and XI of the House of Represent- 
atives, the committee is engaged in a wide-ranging review of possible political fund- 
raising improprieties and possible violations of law within the committee’s jurisdic- 
tion. 

Pages 2 through 4 of House Report 105-139 summarizes the investigation as of 
June 19, 1997, and encompasses any new matters which arise directly or indirectly 
in the course of the investigation. Also, pages 4 through 11 of the report explain 
the background of the investigation. 

All questions related either directly or indirectly to these issues, or questions 
which have a tendency to make the existence of any pertinent fact more or less 
probable than it would be without the evidence, are proper. 

The committee has been granted specific authorization to conduct this deposition 
pursuant to House Resolution 167, which passed the full House on June 20, 1997. 
Committee rule 20, of which you have received a copy, outlines the ground rules for 
the deposition. 

Majority and Minority committee counsel will ask you questions regarding the 
subject matter of the investigation. Minority counsel will ask questions after Major- 
ity counsel has finished. After the Minority counsel has completed questioning you, 
a new round of questioning may begin. 

Members of Congress who wish to ask questions will be afforded an immediate 
opportunity to ask their questions at any time when they may be present. When 
they are finished, committee counsel will resume questioning. 

Pursuant to the committee’s rules, you are allowed to have an attorney present 
to advise you of your rights. Any objection raised by your attorney during the course 
of the deposition shall be stated for the record. 

If the witness is instructed by his attorney not to answer a question or otherwise 
refuses to answer a question. Majority and Minority counsel will confer to determine 
whether the objection is proper. If Majority and Minority counsel agree that a ques- 
tion is proper, the witness will be asked to answer the question. 

If an objection is not withdrawn by the witness’ attorney, the chairman or mem- 
ber designated by the chairman may decide whether the objection is proper. 

This deposition is considered as taken in executive session of the committee, 
which means it may not be made public without the consent of the committee, pur- 
suant to clause 2(k)(7) of House Rule 11. You are asked to abide by the rules of 
the House and not discuss with anyone, other than your attorney, this deposition 
and the issues and questions raised during this proceeding. 

Finally, no later than 5 days after 

Mr. Lenefsky. Excuse me. 

The Witness. Just one second. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

Mr. Lenefsky. Please continue. 

Ms. Comstock. Finally, no later than 5 days after your testimony is transcribed 
and you have been notified that your transcript is available, you may submit sug- 
gested changes to the chairman. 

I would just like to let you know, with agreement of counsel, we have been 
waiving that 5 days, if you need additional time. Also, we can make arrangements 
to mail the transcript to you so you can have an easier time reviewing it. 

We do ask, however, that you sign a form, that Majority and Minority counsel 
have agreed upon, that asks both you and the client to sign a form saying you 
haven’t shared the deposition with anybody when we let it out of the committee of- 
fices. 

The transcript will be available for your review at the committee office. 

Also, committee staff may make any typographical and technical changes re- 
quested by you. Substantive changes, modifications, clarifications, or amendments 
to the deposition transcript submitted by you must be accompanied by a letter re- 
questing the changes and a statement of your reasons for each proposed change. 

A letter requesting any substantive changes, modifications, clarifications, or 
amendments must be signed by you. Any substantive changes, modifications, clari- 
fications, or amendments shall be included as an appendix to the transcript, condi- 
tioned upon your signing the transcript. 

Do you have any questions about anything we have gone over so far? 
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The Witness. No. 

Ms. Comstock. I just want to go through a few ground rules. I just want to indi- 
cate for the record that the House committee may regard this as an informal set- 
ting, but it seems pretty formal to me. 

Mr. Ballen. I just want to add to the remarks, so that you and your counsel are 
aware, that under House Rule 11(2)(K)(8), any objections as to relevancy or 
pertinency are a matter for the committee to decide and rule on. 

Mr. Lenefsky. I understand, reading the rules, it would first go to the chairman. 

Mr. Ballen. First goes to the chairman and then is appealed to the committee. 
Some issues are for the chairman. But objections as to relevancy or pertinency do 
go to the committee ultimately. 

Ms. Comstock. I will be asking you questions concerning the subject matter of 
this investigation. I would ask, if you don’t understand a question, you please say 
so, and I will repeat it or rephrase it so you do understand the question. 

The reporter will be taking down everything we say and will make a written 
record of the deposition. You must give verbal, audible answers because the reporter 
cannot record what a nod of the head or other gesture may mean. 

Do you understand that you must give audible answers? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Comstock. If you can’t hear me, please say so, and I will repeat the question 
or have the court reporter read the question to you. 

I would ask that you wait until I finish each question before answering. I will 
wait until you finish your answer before I ask the next question. Do you understand 
that this will help the reporter make a clear record because he cannot take down 
what we are both saying at the same time? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Comstock. Okay. 

Mr. Ballen. Kristin Amerling with the Minority staff. 

Ms. Comstock. We have another Minority staff member arrive. 

Your testimony is being taken under oath today as if we were in court, and do 
you understand that your answers will be assumed to be responsive to the ques- 
tions? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Ms. Comstock. Are you here voluntarily or as a result of a subpoena? 

The Witness. Voluntarily. 

Ms. Comstock. Do you have any questions about the deposition before we begin? 

Mr. Lenefsky. No. 


examination by ms. COMSTOCK 

Question. Could you please state your full name and address for the record? 

Answer. Richard S. Morris, M-O-R-R-I-S. 

Question. And do you have any other addresses? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Could you provide those for the record? 

Answer. [Redacted.] 

Question. Can you provide your phone numbers for each of those addresses, 
please? 

Answer. [Redacted.] 

Question. Has that been the same from approximately 1994 to the present? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. [Redacted.] 

Mr. Ballen. Excuse me. Counsel. I want to add something for the record here. 
I assume that before — if these depositions are ever voted on to be publicly released 
by the committee — last time they were placed on the Internet — that Mr. Morris, in 
the interests of privacy, his home numbers be removed from any such public release. 

Mr. Lenefsky. Thank you for that information. I didn’t realize there is a possi- 
bility this would be on the Internet or, in fact, released to the public. 

Mr. Ballen. There certainly is. If the committee votes to do that, these deposi- 
tions could be publicly released. 

The Witness. Particularly if it is in the section on cybersex, I would like it de- 
leted. 

Ms. Comstock. I would say for the record, last year that was by agreement of 
the Majority and Minority Counsel that all of the depositions be made public, and 
no questions had been raised at that time. But we will be happy to entertain any 
concerns in that matter. 

The Witness. I would request the phone numbers be deleted. Yes, go ahead. 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Could you provide for us any cellular phone or other phones you may 
have had between 1994 to the present? 

Answer. Oh, I had one during the campaign, but I don’t recall the phone number 
and I don’t have it any more. 

Question. Do you know who paid for that cellular phone? 

Answer. Yes; Clinton/Gore. 

Question. Was that one number that you had throughout the 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you know approximately when you got that phone number? 

Answer. Early ’95. 

Question. And do you know how long you kept it? 

Answer. Until August 26th, ’96. 

Question. Those phone bills were all paid for by Clinton/Gore? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And to your knowledge, did Clinton/Gore maintain all of those? 

Answer. Yes. I also have a car telephone, and the phone number in the car is [re- 
dacted], and I have had that continuously since ’94. 

Question. All right. Have you discussed this deposition this morning with anyone 
other than your attorney? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Have you 

Answer. With my wife, but no one else — no, no, I am sorry; yes, I did. I was inter- 
viewed by the Washington — somehow, the Washington Times and the New York 
Post and USA Today all learned of the deposition and they all called me for com- 
ment, and I did interview them about this deposition. 

Question. About this deposition or yesterday’s deposition? 

Answer. They actually called knowing about today’s, not yesterday’s, and I told 
them about yesterday’s. 

But this was before yesterday. Is that clear? 

Mr. Ballen. For the record, yesterday being the Senate? 

The Witness. Yes. In other words, they had information about the House deposi- 
tion, not about the Senate. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Okay. Could you please describe your emplo 3 unent history from college 
forward? 

Answer. After college, I worked as a research analyst at the New York City Citi- 
zens Budget Commission, a civic watchdog group. After that, I was employed by — 
I was basically self-employed, and my company was called Public Affairs Research 
Organization. 

In 1977, I joined another firm that I owned called Dresner, D-R-E-S-N-E-R, Mor- 
ris, Tortorello, T-O-R-T-O-R-E-L-L-0. I worked for them through the end of 1982. 

From 1983 on, I have been self-employed either through my own name or Dick 
Morris Consulting or Message Advisers. And in 1995, in July of 1995, I became an 
employee of the Clinton/Gore campaign and remained in their employ until August 
1996, and I have been either self-employed or unemployed, as you wish, since then. 

Question. When was the first time you met President Clinton? 

Answer. In November — roughly November 1977. 

Question. And were you working for him on a campaign at that time? 

Answer. I was asking to be hired by a campaign at that time, and shortly there- 
after I was. 

Question. And could you describe in your history working with Mr. Clinton from 
that time forward? 

Answer. He engaged me about December of 1977 to advise him on his guber- 
natorial race in 1978 in Arkansas. I did so. He dismissed me sometime in 1979; I 
don’t recall exactly what month. Then he hired 

Question. The circumstances, you just stopped working? 

Answer. No; he fired me. 

Question. And is there any reason? 

Answer. He didn’t — he felt that he wanted to hire someone else who had more 
of a national reputation, and he disagreed with one of the recommendations I gave 
him, which is that he should not raise taxes, and he felt that it was unduly intru- 
sive of me to make recommendations of that sort. 

He rehired me the day after Election Day in 1980, after his defeat, and I was in 
his employ as a consultant more or less continuously between then and January 
1991. 
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I say more or less because there were times during that period when I was paid 
a monthly retainer, and there were times when I was not, I was just paid on a poll- 
hy-poll basis. 

I stopped work for him professionally in January of 1991. I had no professional 
involvement with him between January of 1991 and November 1994 — I am sorry, 
October 1994, and — although I did chat with him and advise him over the phone 
just as a friend. 

Then I worked for him part-time between November ’94 and June ’95 and full- 
time from July ’95 until August ’96. 

Since August ’96, I have no professional relationship with him. As before, we con- 
tinue to talk, to chat. 

Question. Okay. You said throughout the eighties, essentially, you were either on 
a monthly retainer or paid on a poll-by-poll basis. 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. Were you paid by Mr. Clinton’s campaign operation? 

Answer. I don’t recall. Generally speaking, yes, and I was never paid by the State 
of Arkansas, never paid by tax money. I cannot recall the names of the different 
campaign committees that paid me though, hut it was always by some committee 
that he controlled, whether it was a campaign committee or committee for education 
in Arkansas or something like that. 

Question. Okay. Do you know if you were ever paid by any independent sources 
or independent expenditure-type money? 

Answer. I can’t be completely certain, but I have no recollection of ever having 
been paid by any such entity. I don’t believe that I was. But I did receive prohahly 
1,000 checks from him over the course of the eighties, and it is conceivable that one 
of them might have been something like that, but I have no recollection of it. 

Question. When you said you thought you may have been paid by an education 
committee, was that something separate from a campaign committee? 

Answer. Yes. I don’t recall how he paid me, but in 1983 I worked with him on 
ads, very similar to the ones we ran in ’95, which were issue advocacy ads in con- 
nection with his desire to increase the sales tax in Arkansas and test teachers. And 
there was a committee that was separate from the campaign that raised money for 
that effort. And he might have paid me through that, or I might have been paid 
through his campaign; I don’t recall. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of who contributed to those committees? 

Answer. No. 

Question. In any of the work you did for Governor Clinton, did you ever work with 
an individual named David Watkins? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. On what occasions did you work with Mr. Watkins? 

Answer. Constantly, throughout the whole period. He was the person who pro- 
duced the advertisements for Clinton, and in virtually — in any of the campaigns, ex- 
cept for the 1978 campaign, which is to say in the ’82, ’84, ’86, and ’90 campaigns, 
he would be in virtually all of the meetings that we had in the 2 or 3 months before 
Election Day, and he and I would work together to produce the ads for Clinton. 

Question. And were you aware of him working in the ’92 campaign? 

Answer. Yes. I had one occasion to be aware. He called me — he had occasion to 
call me at one point in roughly February of 1993 — 1992. 

Question. And 

Answer. It was right before the New Hampshire primary, and he was seeking ad- 
vice and basically asked me if I would receive a call from Governor Clinton, and 
I said I would. And the next — I was in France, so I remember it. The next day, the 
Governor called and we talked for about 40 minutes or an hour or so on this cam- 
paign, and I gave him political advice at that time. 

But other than that, I had no contact with Watkins during the ’92 campaign. 

Question. All right. Have you been in touch with Mr. Watkins recently at all? 

Answer. No. I called him after — a couple of months after he had to resign. I forget 
when that was, I think it was in ’94. 

Question. May of ’94, he left the White House. 

Answer. So I called him at one point toward the end of ’94 just to tell him I still 
liked him and cheer him on, and I had — I think I may have called him back a few 
weeks later in the same vein. But since that, I have had no contact with him. 

Question. Did you ever talk with him about any investigations at the White 
House? 

Answer. No, except to tell him that I thought that the President acted precipi- 
tously in discharging him. 

Question. Regarding the helicopter incident? 

Answer. Yes. 
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Question. Did you have any knowledge of that incident 

Answer. Just what I read in the paper. 

Mr. Ballen. I object to that line of questioning. I didn’t know this committee’s 
charge was to reopen that, the Watkins matter. 

You can proceed, Counsel. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Other than this call that you said in 1992, did you have any other role 
in the 1992 campaign? 

Answer. Yes. I spoke with the President five or six times during the ’92 campaign, 
and with the now First Lady probably a dozen times, just on the basis where I was 
just offering advice and counsel. It was not a paid relationship or a formal one. 

I didn’t meet with either of them during 1992, but I did have those occasions to 
speak to them, to give them political advice. 

Question. All right. And in 1992 or any time you worked during the 1980s on Clin- 
ton campaigns, did you ever have an opportunity to meet with someone named John 
Huang? 

Answer. No. 

Question. You have never met Mr. Huang? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge about Mr. Huang’s fund-raising? 

Answer. Just what I read in the paper. 

Question. Did you ever have any occasion to meet any member of the Riady fam- 
ily? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge about any fund-raising by the Riadys? 

Answer. No. The only person vaguely in that ilk who I have ever met was, I may 
have met Mr. Trie, because I ate at his restaurant and I may have seen him then, 
but I didn’t know it was him until — I still don’t know if I have ever seen him. He 
is a smiling guy that greeted you as you walked in. I didn’t know if it was him. 

When you are in 

Question. He also has restaurants in Beijing. 

Answer. When you are in Arkansas, you eat Chinese food. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of any particular people or groups of people 
who are involved in fund-raising throughout the eighties, any core group of people 
in Arkansas that you knew of? 

Answer. Well, I knew that Betsy Wright was heavily involved in the fund-raising. 
I knew that Maurice Stans was involved — is that the Nixon person? No, Maurice 
somebody or other. 

Question. Maurice Stans was a Nixon fund-raiser. 

Answer. It was an old codger named Maurice something or other, who hung 
around, who was supposed to have access to money. I just vaguely knew that the 
two of them were doing something in raising money. 

I knew that Clinton required constant badgering to make fund-raising phone calls, 
and I would just periodically tell him, you know, I hope you are raising money. A 
couple of times I would be recommending media expenditures, and he would be say- 
ing, I don’t have the money for those, and then I would say something like, you bet- 
ter go out and borrow the money for those, because we got to put those ads on, be- 
cause we will lose if we don’t. 

But other than demand for money on the expenditure end, I had no knowledge 
at any time of where any of the money came from in terms of donors, fund-raisers, 
parties, or anything like that. 

Question. And when you made recommendations such as you just relayed about 
that the President better, or at that time the Governor, needed to spend the money 
or borrow it, that this was essential, did the President usually — did Mr. Clinton 
usually take your advice? 

Answer. The Governor did, almost all the time. 

Question. He had trust in your judgment on those types of matters? 

Answer. Yes. See, unlike you, I am used to calling him Governor. 

Question. Get the names and time sequences correct. 

Okay, could we move a little, going to when you first started to work for Mr. Clin- 
ton as President Clinton. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Can you describe how that came about? 

Answer. During — shortly after the ’92 election, I met with the President-elect and 
the First Lady-elect in Arkansas, and we had a meeting of an hour or two hours, 
and the President-elect asked me if I would occasionally call him with ideas and 
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advice and meet with him from time to time and keep a more regular contact with 
the First Lady to provide a channel of advice for him. 

During 1993 and 1994, through October — through the last week of September 
1994 would be the end of this period — I had occasion to meet with the President 
probably 8 to 10 times, meet with the First Lady three or four times, speak to the 
President by phone three or four times, and speak to the First Lady by telephone 
30 to 50 times. None of that was paid, and in all of the conversations I was just 
offering advice on matters that had occurred to me and things that I had thought 
of. Virtually all of the contacts were initiated by me. 

So I think that describes our relationship during that period. Shall I pause? 

Question. Did you have a particular phone line that you called them on? 

Answer. No. 

Question. You just called the main switchboard and would — who did you usually 
contact to try to get through? 

Answer. To speak to the First Lady, I would call Pam Sipareti, I think, or some- 
thing like that, who works for the First Lady. [Redacted] was the number I would 
use. And when I was calling the President, I would call, the switchboard, and get 
connected through that way. 

Question. You would usually go through Ms. Hernreich or his main office? 

Answer. Usually Ms. Hernreich or Ms. Currie. 

Question. Okay. Why don’t you continue on? 

Answer. Okay. In the last few days of September or the first few days of October 
of 1994, the President called me and asked me to do a survey for him, the first pro- 
fessional engagement I had had with him since January of 1991. And I did the sur- 
vey concerned the positioning that he and the Democratic Party should assume in 
the ’94 bi-year elections. 

I did the survey. I briefed he and the First Lady on the results and was paid for 
the survey. 

Question. And who paid you for that? 

Answer. I am afraid I recall neither end of that transaction. I don’t recall who 
paid me, and I don’t recall who they paid. I don’t recall whether the check was — 
I only charged him the actual cost of the interviews, and I may have told them to 
send the check to the interviewing house I used to do the survey, which was called 
Action Research in Melbourne, Florida, which is the interviewing house I usually 
use. 

Or I may have asked him to send the check to me, and I may have then paid 
the interviewing house. I don’t recall which one it was. And I don’t recall which enti- 
ty paid for the survey, whether it was DNC or Clinton campaign or anything of that 
sort. I have no recollection of that. 

I think that, but I am not sure, the check was probably paid directly to the inter- 
viewing house rather than to me, since I do recall that I decided not to make a prof- 
it on it, because I felt that by holding the price down, I would encourage him to 
seek my services more frequently in the future. 

Question. At that time, was there any concern about paying you directly, going 
to the DNC or Clinton/Gore and putting you on the payroll? 

Answer. Yes, I think probably one of my motivations, if I did have them pay the 
interviewing house — in fact, as I recall, I think I did, now that you mention that. 

I was concerned that I didn’t want to be publicly identified as working for Clinton 
at that point, so I may have had them pay the interviewing house directly. To make 
sure that it was honest, I then didn’t take any money for it, so it was not like a 
subterfuge. I was just doing my polls for free, and he was paying me, the vendor, 
directly. 

Question. And you briefed the President and the First Lady on this poll? 

Answer. As I said, yes. 

Mr. Lenefsky. Can you identify that person? 

Mr. Ballen. Phil Schiliro with the Minority staff. 

Mr. Lenefsky. Now the Majority is the minority. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Now I am the minority. 

Okay. Can you continue what the professional relationship was here? 

Answer. After the election, I met with the President and the First Lady during 
November and early December to explore working together on his 1996 campaign. 

My next professional involvement with him — that is, next paid involvement — 
came in early December of ’94 when he asked me to conduct a survey in connection 
with the middle class teix cut speech that he gave to the Nation in the middle of 
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December, to advise him on the content of that speech. I did, and I was paid for 
that. 

And I am unsure whether I did the polling through the Melbourne, Florida, inter- 
viewing house or through Penn & Schoen, the polling company I subsequently used. 
I know that the third poll I did for him, which was in January, was through Penn 
& Schoen, but I am unsure of who was the vendor on the second poll. And I believe 
that the way I was paid for that poll, again, was that the interviewer was paid di- 
rectly for that survey. 

No, as a matter of fact, as I think about it, no, something reminded me which 
I had forgotten yesterday; it was Penn & Schoen for that poll. So that I went to 
Penn & Schoen, the interviewing firm, polling firm, and asked them to conduct the 
survey, and I would write the questionnaire, they would field it; they received the 
money from Clinton; I don’t know what entity paid him; and they then paid me as 
a consultant to them on this polling project. 

Question. And Penn & Schoen is based in 

Answer. New York. 

Question. New York. 

Answer. Two N’s. 

Question. Did you advise Mrs. Clinton at all on her health care reform policies? 

Answer. Yes. A lot of our phone conversations in ’93 and ’94 related to that. 

Question. And were you aware of any particular media efforts or fund-raising ef- 
forts directed towards media for health care? 

Answer. Paid media. 

Mr. Ballen. Excuse me, Mr. Morris. I am going to object to this line of ques- 
tioning on relevancy and pertinency. There is nothing in the committee’s resolution 
authorizing the taking of depositions or in the report that remotely touches upon 
health care policy and any advice Mr. Morris might have given with regard to that 
in 1994. 

We are very far afield here. We have had about 40 minutes of questioning, and 
Mr. Morris has already said he didn’t know Mr. Huang, Mr. Trie, or the Riadys, 
which are the subject matter of this investigation. I haven’t objected until now be- 
cause I allowed counsel, except for the Watkins matter, some latitude to get into 
background. 

At this point, discussing health care campaigning and any advice Mr. Morris gave 
on that, we will object as to relevancy and pertinency to this deposition. 

Ms. Comstock. We were talking about health care fund-raising being done as 
well as Mr. Morris’ knowledge of any efforts to raise money for health care media 
campaign. 

The Witness. Shall I answer the question? 

Mr. Lenefsky. Yes. 

The Witness. I am not aware of any efforts to raise money for the health care 
media campaign. I did have occasion to speak to Mandy Grunwald, who was pro- 
ducing the health care ads. I wrote one or two commercials that I sent to her which 
she then did not use. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Were you paid at all for those? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know — do you have any knowledge about Charlie Trie providing 
money for the health care funding, health care media campaign? 

Answer. No. As I testified before, I know absolutely nothing about Charlie Trie 
except he makes good lo mein at his restaurant. 

Question. In the summer of — can you recall when you worked with Mandy 
Grunwald on this media effort? 

Answer. Sometime — I am not sure, but I think it was probably sometime in early 
’94. 

Question. Why don’t we pick up from the December ’94 middle class tax cut 
speech and the assistance you provided there. 

It is another court reporter. They just keep going out. 

Answer. Okay. I then — in early December, the President asked me to become in- 
volved as a consultant in his re-election campaign, and we agreed that the relation- 
ship between us would be a private one, which is to say secret one, because neither 
of us were really prepared for it to be public at that point. 

I wasn’t prepared for it to be public at that point because most of my clients were 
Republicans, and I knew that if I crossed the divide to go to work for the President, 
that that would end my ability to work in the Republican Party, and I wanted to 
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be sure that it would be possible for me to give him meaningful advice and that 
I wouldn’t just he chewed up and spit up, as previous advisers had been. 

He, from his point of view, I think, didn’t know if I could handle play at this level, 
because I had only worked with him in one State, and I think he wanted to take 
his time before he formally committed to me, both because any involvement with 
the President usually is blown up by the media, and if he brought me in and then 
cut off the relationship, it would appear like vacillation on his part, and bringing 
me in would cause him no end of grief with the liberal Democrats on his staff be- 
cause of my previous Republican affiliations and my moderate political views. 

I think he was unwilling to incur that political harm until it was clear that I was 
important to him in the campaign and would work out. So by mutual agreement, 
we did not publicly reveal the relationship. 

We agreed that I would be paid on a poll-by-poll basis, and that the polling would 
be conducted by Penn & Schoen, and that I would be paid as a contractor to Penn 
& Schoen. That was both how I often was paid and it was a convenience so that 
my name would be disclosed at the time that the Federal filings took place, but not 
before. 

To my knowledge, Penn & Schoen, when they filed, indicated that they had paid 
me in their filing, or at least we submitted that information to the campaign to be 
filed. 

But had the campaign issued checks directly to me, I think the President and I 
were both concerned that somebody would leak that that was taking place. 

Question. And you had discussions with the President about this? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. What concerns did he express? 

Answer. He said that he wanted — he said that he was concerned that he did not 
want his staff to know at that point that I was working for him, and that he wanted 
the relationship to be secret between us, and that was the nature of what he said. 
And then I said, I suggest that this is the way that you pay me so that it is not — 
so that we don’t release the story simply by the act of somebody writing a check. 

I did a survey for him in January of 1995, under this arrangement, with the sur- 
vey conducted by Penn & Schoen, and then throughout the rest of ’95 until the end 
of June, I conducted with Penn & Schoen probably five or six surveys for him, and 
Penn & Schoen received the payments for those. 

Question. Was that on a flat fee basis then? 

Answer. No. It was a cost per poll, and some polls were more expensive than oth- 
ers because some were longer than others. 

Question. Who worked out the cost arrangements on those polls? 

Answer. I worked out the charges with the President, and pursuant to that, Shoen 
then would bill the President for the amount we had negotiated together. 

Question. So you personally discussed the payment levels with the President? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And agreed upon them solely with the President? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And then you relayed that back to Penn & Schoen, who would then bill 
the Clinton/Gore campaign or the DNC? 

Answer. They sent the bills, as I understand it — this is second hand — to Nancy 
Hernreich, and I do not know what happened to them then. I don’t know who paid 
them, when they were paid, or how they were paid. I just gathered that they were 
paid. 

Mr. Lenefsky. Excuse me for a minute. 

[Brief recess.] 

The Witness. My counsel reminds me that this arrangement continued until the 
end of March 1995. At the end of March, the President revealed to Harold Ickes that 
I was working for him and at that point all billings were handled directly to Harold 
and Penn & Schoen would send their bills to Harold. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. At the White House? 

Answer. I don’t know where they sent it. 

Question. Do you have copies of any of these bills yourself? 

Answer. No. 

Question. All of the billings then would have been maintained by Penn & Schoen? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And then Penn & Schoen would send them to initially Nancy Hernreich 
and then following that, directly to Harold Ickes? 

Answer. Yes. 



1057 


Question. Okay. And then you would be paid directly by Penn & Schoen after they 
had been paid by whoever paid them? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And your testimony is that you do not know who paid Penn & Schoen, 
whether it was DNC or Clinton/Gore? 

Answer. That is correct. 

Question. So all of the checks that you would have been getting for these surveys 
were all checks that came from Penn & Schoen? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. And then during the time, through March of 1995 when the bills were 
being sent through Nancy Hernreich, did you ever discuss any aspects of the bills 
with anybody at the White House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Or why certain matters, how the billing was done? 

Answer. No. I did have to speak to the President once or twice, because they 
hadn’t been paid, and Penn & Schoen advised me that they had not been paid, and 
I mentioned it on one or two occasions to the President, and then shortly after, Doug 
Schoen told me that they had received payment, and then he paid me. 

Question. Do you know what type of lag time you are talking about in terms of 
payment? 

Answer. I can’t be certain, but I think it was in the range of somewhere between 
60 and 120 days. 

Mr. Lenefsky. Excuse me. 

[Counsel and witness conferring.] 

The Witness. Yeah, right. I’m not sure how long — it was in yesterday’s deposi- 
tion. I saw a document from Penn & Schoen to Ickes complaining that they hadn’t 
been paid in a long time, and actually it did — it was more than 120 days, but I don’t 
really know how long, because it wasn’t, it wasn’t my bill or wasn’t my company. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. All right. Now, was their payment, though, contingent upon Penn & 
Schoen getting paid or did Penn & Schoen pay you immediately? 

Answer. I think that what worked out was because the cash flow was limited that 
they advanced monies to me from the — once they got one or two checks, they ad- 
vanced monies to me for the polling, for the future polling, because they were in 
a sense postponing taking their profit and pa 3 dng me first. So it wasn’t directly con- 
tingent, one wasn’t directly contingent on the other. 

Question. Okay. And when these bills were late, you mentioned that you went to 
the President about those bills? 

Answer. Yes. 

Mr. Ballen. Excuse me, Mr. Morris. I am going to object to this line of ques- 
tioning. 

Counsel, I have let it go forward here for a little while because I thought it was 
exploring the nature of the background of Mr. Morris’ relationship to the President. 
But I thought — and the resolution, if you can point to me in the resolution or the 
report where we are investigating campaign expenditure, polling expenditures, the 
billing of polls, whether those polls were late or paid in a timely fashion, what con- 
versations Mr. Morris may or may not have had with the President, if these some- 
how constitute an impropriety or a violation of the law or fund-raising impropriety, 
a campaign impropriety or a violation of the law, let me know, because then I would 
be happy to withdraw my objection as to relevancy. But I don’t — I fail to see how 
this is relevant or pertinent to the scope of our investigation. 

Mr. Lenefsky. May I take a 2-minute break to consult with my client? 

Ms. Comstock. Sure. We can go off the record. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

Ms. Comstock. This is another Majority counsel, Greg Zoeller, Z-O-E-L-L-E-R. 

The Witness. So Minority counsel had just objected. 

Mr. Lenefsky. What was your last question? 

[The reporter read back as requested.] 

Ms. Comstock. Your counsel is the relevant counsel here in terms of answering 
questions. 

Mr. Lenefsky. I instructed him to answer the last question. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And in these discussions, what was your understanding of what the 
President did following your discussions? 
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Answer. I don’t know. The bill — I don’t know what he did, but I know that the 
payment flow improved. 

Question. And what was your understanding of fund-raising activities at the 
White House at that time? 

Answer. None. 

Question. And would you get the payments within a week or so, or do you have 
any sense of the time? 

Answer. No. There was still a lag, but since I didn’t receive the payments, I didn’t 
monitor it closely. If they were unduly late, Schoen would complain to me and I 
would mention it to the President, and if they continued to be late, he continued 
to mention it to me, and when he stopped mentioning it to me, I stopped asking 
him about it. 

Question. Did you ever write any memos or 

Answer. I never did. 

Question. Did Mr. Penn? 

Answer. I saw yesterday in the deposition in the Senate some memos that Penn 
& Schoen had sent to Ickes in connection with the delayed payments, but that was 
the first I knew — it was the first I saw of those memos. 

Question. This would have been after the March ’95 time when the bills were sent 
to Mr. Ickes as opposed to sent through Ms. Hernreich? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Okay. And could you tell us when the bills started going through Mr. 
Ickes, did any problems arise in that context? 

Answer. Well, I became convinced over a period of time that Ickes was delib- 
erately slowing the payment process of the bills in the hopes that we would become 
discouraged, die of cash flow starvation and go away, and I voiced those suspicions 
to the President, and that was part of the process of payment being speeded. 

I do recall one time, sometime in the first half of ’95, where I was particularly 
vociferous in my criticism of Ickes to the President, and accused him of manipu- 
lating the cash flow so that we couldn’t afford to continue to work for the President. 
Because we were — Penn & Schoen were incurring huge interviewing costs that had 
to be paid when the survey was done, and if the payment wasn’t received for 6 or 
8 months, and we were doing a survey virtually every month, they would owe hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars that they would have paid out to the phone company 
and to their interviewers that they had not been reimbursed, and at some point that 
nut would become so large that they would have to stop doing polling. So I advised 
the President that that was a possibility, and then as I recall, a number of checks 
came through to Penn & Schoen shortly after that conversation. 

Question. All right. Did you ever have conversations with Mr. Ickes about these 
matters? 

Answer. No. 

Question. You went directly to the President? 

Answer. Not that I can recall. I could have, but I tended to avoid conversations 
with Mr. Ickes. 

Question. And so you would go directly to the President about these matters? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And what was the President’s response? 

Answer. There was one time when he said that’s just outrageous that you are not 
being paid for this work, you should be paid for this work; I will take care of it. 
Other times he would just say, I will take care of it, in a more muted tone, but once 
he expressed some anger that we had not been paid. 

Question. Okay. Now, initially you had said you had agreed upon the payment 
rates with the President? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did that continue throughout your time at the White House? 

Answer. No. After — well, why don’t I just do a financial narrative through the end 
of the time and then you can backtrack. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. After March, after mid-March, the billings were sent to Ickes, no longer 
to Hernreich, but it was still on a poll-by-poll basis, and the costs of the poll were 
still agreed between the President and myself. Then, at some point, and I don’t re- 
call when, but it would have been around mid-1995, Harold secured — Harold was 
vested by the President with the authority to approve polling — to approve polling, 
and his approval was required before any poll could proceed. 

Question. Is this any poll for the Clinton/Gore campaign? 

Answer. Any poll that we undertook, that Penn & Schoen or I undertook at the 
President’s request, and I was not aware then, nor am I aware now, of in the early 
days of who was the vendor on that poll, who was paying for the poll. 
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Question. So you aren’t aware in the ’95 time frame whether it was Clinton/Gore 
or DNC who was actually paying? 

Answer. I’m not aware through about June of ’95, before June of ’95 who paid for 
it, roughly. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. Then, at that point, the price negotiations as to what would be charged 
for each poll were handled between Schoen and Ickes, or Penn and Ickes, and I was 
no longer involved in that. 

Let me just continue the polling piece of it. 

At the end of June 1995, I stopped being paid as a subcontractor to Penn & 
Schoen and established a direct financial relationship with the Clinton/Gore cam- 
paign, which I will explain in a minute. But let me continue the polling piece 
straight through. 

After May or June of 1995, a procedure was developed by Ickes where each poll 
that was conducted under this arrangement with the President would be allocated 
retroactively to one — either to the DNC or to Clinton/Gore, and each questionnaire 
was scrutinized, I gathered by Lynn Utrecht and her staff question-by-question, and 
a percentage of that survey questionnaire was assigned to DNC and a percentage 
was assigned to Clinton/Gore. 

Then I gather, although I didn’t actually receive the checks, that proportionate 
payment would be rendered by each of those committees. The reason I know this 
is that a bottleneck developed and Utrecht was very slow in making that assess- 
ment, and that caused cash flow problems for Penn & Schoen that I again had to 
go to the President over and, again, he had to speak to Ickes, and again, the bottle- 
neck eased for a short time. 

Question. So each question was allocated as a DNC or a Clinton/Gore question? 

Answer. That’s my understanding. 

Question. And then payments would be split? 

Answer. That is my understanding. Now again, I was not directly involved in it. 
This is secondhand. 

Mr. Ballen. Mr. Morris, Lynn Utrecht was a counsel? 

The Witness. Counsel for the Clinton/Gore campaign. 

My understanding is that each polling questionnaire had a separate ratio of the 
two committees. 

My financial relationship changed in — starting July 1st, 1995. I became a consult- 
ant to — I became a consultant to the Clinton/Gore campaign and was paid $15,000 
a month by that campaign, and that arrangement lasted until I resigned at — until 
I was fired at the end of August. That was one source of compensation for me. 

The second source of compensation was that when advertisements were placed in 
connection with this process, whether by Clinton/Gore or by the DNC, a commission 
arrangement was negotiated for each flight of television, for each purchase of tele- 
vision, and those commissions were then retained at first informally and then for- 
mally, by a collection of the campaign consultants who I had brought in to work 
on the advertising. 

When I say informally, we at some point early on we would just split the commis- 
sion and then after a while we set up an entity called the November 5th Group that 
had a contractual division among the various consultants participating of each of 
the media commissions. The source of the money for those commissions, of course, 
related directly to who was paying for the advertising flight, so that if the Demo- 
cratic National Committee were paying for it, the commissions would come from 
them, and if Clinton/Gore were paying for it, the commissions would come from 
them. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. It was the same rate for each? 

Answer. Yes. And that arrangement continued straight through the end of my 
tenure, so that I was compensated in those two forms through the commissions and 
as a direct consultant for the Clinton/Gore campaign. 

Question. There was a commission for each flight of media and that was split 
among the consultants? 

Answer. That is correct. 

Question. And how did you determine how the split? 

Answer. We negotiated a split. 

Question. Was that done by you among the consultants or was that done by the 
White House? 
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Answer. Me among the consultants. We at one point, Erskine Bowles asked us 
what the splits were and I told him. But they were determined among the consult- 
ants. 

Question. And the actual commission itself was negotiated with the White House? 

Answer. Yes, between — our negotiators for that — I felt that it was unwise for me 
to negotiate this directly with Ickes so I appointed Mark Penn and Bill Knapp, K- 
N-A-P-P, as the negotiators for us, and they met with Ickes and Bowles and then 
Ickes and Sosnik after Bowles left, and negotiated the commissions on a flight-by- 
flight basis. That was very frequently an acrimonious negotiation, and on several 
occasions the — and there was a great deal of friction in connection with those dis- 
cussions. 

Question. And where did that friction come from? 

Answer. Ickes trying to hold the figure down and we tr3dng to move the figure 
up. 

Question. And can you just describe generally some of that friction, you know, 
what occurred, the outcome of it? 

Mr. Ballen. I am going to object again. This is very entertaining; we have been 
going on for half an hour on this. But I fail to see — I am happy to withdraw my 
objection if Majority counsel is simply willing to state how this relates to campaign 
fund-raising, fund-raising improprieties, I emphasize the word “fund-raising” and 
possible violations of law. There is absolutely no plausible basis to articulate that 
there is any possible violation of law here. If there is, we would certainly be inter- 
ested in hearing it because we are interested in that. But there is no issue as to 
coordination or anything that suggests it is a possible violation of law. 

Mr. Lenefsky. Mr. Morris is free to answer. 

The Witness. I was never present in these negotiations, so it is secondhand, but 
at one point Ickes got so furious that he slammed the door of his office as deputy 
chief of staff and broke the door frame and contractors had to come in the next day 
and repair it, and there was one occasion when Ickes refused to allow the time buy 
to proceed unless we agreed to a lower commission rate, and we refused to agree 
to a lower commission rate, and the President was confronted with the decision that 
he would go off the air unless he resolved the dispute. And he did resolve the dis- 
pute by ordering Ickes to accede to our requests and the advertising continued unin- 
terrupted. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you recall when that time frame was? 

Answer. Sometime around May or June of 1996. But those kinds of disputes were 
relatively frequent and I believe that they were a deliberate attempt by Ickes to sew 
discord between myself and the President and to try to disrupt my relationship with 
him. 

Question. Now, back in the May-June, the summer of ’95 time period, did there 
come a time where you advocated some large media buys at that time? 

Answer. Yes. When I — the President had always known during his — from the days 
of his relationship with me in Arkansas, that I believed the campaign should be 
mainly waged over television and that anything else you spend money on is more 
or less a waste of money, and that I believed in heavy media expenditures, heavy 
paid media advertising. 

When he hired me back in November and December, I told him that we would 
have to — I said we should make this the first fully televised Presidency in American 
history. Literally from wall to wall, we should just be constantly on television using 
paid media as a new form of Presidential communication, very much like Woodrow 
Wilson invented when he delivered the State of the Union message in person as op- 
posed to sending it in writing. I recall citing the ratcheting up of Presidential com- 
munications over the course of the 20th century. 

But in November and December, January and February, we were so focused on 
the State of the Union speech, the response to the Republican contract proposals, 
and the development of our rhetorical theme in opposing those or in accommodating 
them and opposing them, that there really wasn’t a lot of time for us to focus on 
the issue of paid media. 

In early March of 1996, I began a much more insistent request for us to begin 
advertising, and I proposed 

Question. March of ’96? 

Answer. ’95, excuse me. I proposed in early March of ’95 that we — that the Clin- 
ton/Gore campaign purchase $2.5 million of ads to stress the President’s anticrime 
record, and I recommended that those ads run during April. April became May, May 
became June, and I finally got permission to run the ads starting in the last few 
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days of June, and they ran throughout the month of July, paid for by the Clinton/ 
Gore campaign. 

Question. At this time were you aware that the Clinton/Gore campaign had re- 
sources to pay for this media? 

Answer. I was not advised that they didn’t have resources, but I was unaware 
until — I was unaware of the precise financial condition of the Clinton/Gore cam- 
paign until a meeting I had with Terry McAuliffe at some point during the middle 
of 1995, at which point he briefed me on the financial status of the Clinton/Gore 
campaign. And his briefing was a very optimistic one, that they were going to reach 
their meiximum probably by the end of the year, and after that, there would be a 
little bit of — the end of ’95, and that there would be a little bit of additional fund- 
raising, but that would trickle in through direct mail and he wouldn’t have to bother 
with it. 

In March, April, May, June and July, I waged a vigorous campaign, not just to 
get on the air, but to urge the President to reject Federal matching funds. I felt 
that — and during the course of that period I said that the Federal matching funds 
which would permit only about $30 million to be spent in nonfund-raising costs in 
the preconvention period was an unduly low restriction and would not afford us the 
capacity to advertise that we need it. 

I said that since we likely did not have a primary, I felt the public would be per- 
fectly happy for us to say we don’t have a primary, so we are not going to take Fed- 
eral funds to fight a primary. 

Particularly when budget cuts were reigning down on the country, if the President 
said, I would like that $11 million to go to the Head Start program instead, that 
that would be a very good position for him to take. I battled incessantly to get us 
not to accept Federal funding. 

Question. And that would be so that you could have a larger media? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And you spoke with the President about this? 

Answer. Frequently. 

Question. So did you mainly speak with the President about it, or were others in- 
volved in those conversations? 

Answer. These conversations all tended to take place at weekly strategy meetings 
that we held. 

Question. And who was involved in those? 

Answer. Okay. At the — in November of 1994, the President, the First Lady, and 
me. In December 1994, the same. In January of 1994, the First Lady 

Mr. Lenefsky. January of ’95. 

The Witness. ’95, excuse me. The First Lady stopped attending and she never at- 
tended again, and they would be just between the President and myself. 

Starting in the middle of February of ’95, Doug Schoen was added to the group 
and it was the President, Schoen, and myself. In about the early part of March, and 
I could be wrong on these dates, but roughly early March, Leon Panetta was added 
to the group, and at the end of March, the Vice President, Erskine Bowles, Harold 
Ickes, and the Vice President’s chief of staff at the time, Jack Quinn, was added 
to the group. Quinn continued to attend meetings until he left as chief of staff for 
the V.P., at which point I believe David Strauss replaced him for a few weeks, and 
after that, Ron Klain served in that position. 

Question. So once Mr. Quinn moved over to be White House counsel, he no longer 
attended these strategy meetings? 

Answer. That is correct. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. The meetings gradually expanded. I think the next expansion was in 
September when Doug Sosnik and George Stephanopoulos started to attend, and 
then the meetings expanded month-by-month, and I can’t really keep track of the 
actual expansion. If you hand me my book, I will tell you the full list of people who 
attended these meetings. 

Mr. Lenefsky. It is there on Page 26. 

The Witness. It is written in there. It would be easier than trying to remember 
it. 

Ms. Comstock. I had it marked. 

The Witness. I can find it faster than you. I wrote it. 

Okay. Eventually included in these strategy meetings were the President, the Vice 
President, Leon Panetta, Harold Ickes, Evelyn Lieberman, George Stephanopoulos, 
Don Baer, Doug Sosnik, Ron Klain, Sandy Berger, Senator Chris Dodd, John Hilley, 
Maggie Williams, Mike McCurry, Henry Cisneros, Mickey Kantor, Mack McLarty, 
Peter Knight, Anne Lewis, Ron Brown, and myself, Doug Schoen, Mark Penn, Bob 
Squier, and Bill Knapp. 
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Mr. Lenefsky. Just for the record, it is on Page 26. 

The Witness. And these 

Ms. Comstock. Page 26 of Mr. Morris’ book, which is entitled “Behind the Oval 
Office,” is what we have been referring to here. 

The Witness. So these discussions increasingly took place in these strategy meet- 
ings or in telephone conversations with the President. 

Shall I continue with the narrative on that? 

Ms. Comstock. Yes. 

The Witness. In early July of 1995, even as the Clinton/Gore campaign ads were 
running on crime, Erskine Bowles called me and told me that I was going to loose 
my battle to get us not to take Federal funds and that the President had decided 
that he wanted to take Federal funds, or actually Bowles predicted that would be 
the President’s decision, and he said, I think you should come up with a plan B. 

At that point, I revisited an issue that I had vaguely heard about prior to that 
time where I had vaguely heard that there was some advertising capability at the 
DNC, that there was some type of ads that could be run by the Democratic National 
Committee, but I hadn’t focused on it until then, because I was determined to not 
take Federal funds and do it all through the Clinton/Gore campaign. 

At that point, in the middle of July, I spoke to a number of people to learn what 
the laws were regarding DNC advertising. Since I’m not an attorney, and I’m not 
an election lawyer certainly, I had no previous knowledge of that. This was my first 
Presidential campaign, so I — and I never worked for the party, per se, for either 
party committee much, so I didn’t really know it, so I needed to learn it. 

I can’t recall exactly who said what to me when, but among the people who I con- 
sulted to learn about it were Lynn Utrecht, the campaign counsel, Joe Sandler, the 
Democratic National Committee counsel, and Bob Squier, who was doing our media 
creation, and Bill Knapp, his partner, and they had a longer institutional memory 
of this because they worked for the party for many years. Doug Sosnik and Erskine 
Bowles as well were sources of information for me on this. 

At that point, I learned that there was such a thing called “issue advocacy adver- 
tising” which could be done by the Democratic National Committee, and I was in- 
formed that that advertising had to be related to an issue that was currently hotly 
in play in Congress, that it had to articulate a party-wide position, not just a posi- 
tion of one candidate, that it had to draw a contrast between the position of the 
other party or the other point of view, and that it could not be expressly designed 
to facilitate the re-election of the President or the defeat of a particular Republican. 

Well, when I heard that, I was overjoyed, because this is precisely the description 
of the advertisements I used to run all the time in Arkansas. In 1982, when the 
Governor was elected, after he had been defeated, he was confronted with the neces- 
sity of raising the sales tax on education and he came to me and said, the first thing 
I am going to have to do when I take office is raise teixes again. I am going to get 
killed for that. I said, well, what I think you really need to do is explain to the peo- 
ple of the State why you are doing it and what they are going to gain by it. He 
said, well, the press isn’t covering me much on this; they don’t get my message out. 
I said, I think you should buy advertising time explaining this, and the Governor 
followed my advice and did, and that became something that really he and I more 
or less invented. I don’t think anybody had ever done it before in the country, that 
a sitting Governor would actually use ads to push his legislative program way away 
from the re-election, having nothing to do with a re-election campaign. That came 
a constant political strategy that he and I used in the ’80s. 

Then when I found that there was a law permitting precisely this type of adver- 
tising, I said great, and I went to the President and I said, you know, maybe we 
don’t have to spend all this money out of Clinton/Gore, because all I want to do in 
these ads is win the budget fight. I am not particularly concerned at this point 
about re-election. The issue now is winning the budget fight. I told him that if he 
didn’t win the budget fight, I would urge him not to run for a second term, that 
the only important thing was to win this fight. 

I reminded him that he was heavily outgunned during the health care fight and 
ran relatively little in the way of ads, and that the ads that were run were often 
done by independent groups like the AFL, and the message was I felt botched by 
them, and it wasn’t the President’s message, it was their message, and it wasn’t a 
message that — and I said, if you let me put our message on and you let me formu- 
late the message, we can win. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Meaning the President’s message? 
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Answer. Yes, we can win the budget fight. Parenthetically, I ought to note at this 
point that I had just concluded a very vigorous effort to get the President to endorse 
a balanced budget within a certain number of years, and most of the White House 
staff opposed that, and in June of ’95 he overruled their objections and delivered 
this speech. 

So my concern was that if we didn’t do advertising on the budget, that the AFI^ 
CIO would, and I was about — I was equally afraid of the AFL’s ads as I was of po- 
tential Republican ads, because the AFL would say, fight these cuts, and we would 
go into a class warfare kind of thing and we would never talk about tax cuts as 
being good things or balancing the budget as being something good. I said, we have 
to get out the message that we are for tax cuts and we are for balancing the budget, 
but we are opposed to certain of the specific cuts the Republicans are tr3ring to 
make, particularly in education, environment. Medicare, and Medicaid. 

Question. At this time, did you have any doubt that the President was going to 
be running for re-election? 

Answer. Oh, yes. Absolutely. 

Question. In 1995, that he was considering not running for re-election? 

Answer. I don’t know if he was considering it, but I was sure considering advising 
him not to if we didn’t win the budget fight. 

Question. Did you ever have any discussions with the President that you thought 
that he was considering not running in 1996? 

Answer. No, but I did tell him flat out that if we didn’t win the budget fight that 
he might as well save himself the time and trouble, and I made clear to him that 
unless the Democrats and he, particularly he, won the budget fight going on in Con- 
gress, that there was no point in even looking at a re-election campaign. 

So I at that point insisted and pushed hard for advertising by the DNC on the 
issue of the budget fight, and we retargeted 

Question. Are we talking about approximately September of ’95? 

Answer. July, August, and September. 

Question. All right. 

Answer. And we retargeted the advertising that we had done in the Clinton/Gore 
phase at States where moderate Republican Senators, moderate Republican Con- 
gressmen, and Republican freshmen and conservative Democrat boll weevils or yel- 
low dogs or whatever they call them, blue dogs, lived, and targeted the media in 
those States deliberately to try to hold the conservative Democrats so that we could 
block a veto override, and to bombard the moderate Republicans so that we could 
break their discipline. 

Question. Did these also happen to be target swing States? 

Answer. Some were and some were not, many were not. For example, we adver- 
tised in Rhode Island, which is a Democratic State. We advertised in Vermont, 
which is too small a State to fuss with as a target. We advertised in New Mexico, 
which was at that point not a target State. We advertised in South Dakota, which 
we had no prayer of carrying. We advertised in Texas, which we never felt we could 
carry. So that about half of the media was aimed — was targeted based on Congress. 

The other half was targeted on what we could do to most influence national public 
opinion, because the polling that reflected national public opinion would, I felt, be 
the barometer of who wins or loses this fight. We knew that in the States where 
swing voters lived, we would have a much better capacity to be able to influence 
the national polls, because it is a hard sell in North Dakota to sell a Democratic 
alternative; it is an unnecessary sell in Rhode Island, but you have a pretty good 
shot of selling that kind of idea in a State like Missouri, which is a swing State. 

But the whole point of the — and at one point I submitted a memo to the President 
where I said these ads are reaching 97 swing Republicans, 18 swing Republican 
Senators, Congressmen and Senators. 

At first, Ickes strongly opposed this — Ickes always strongly opposed this adver- 
tising campaign and the strategy meetings increasingly assumed the aspect of de- 
bates between Ickes and me over this. Panetta and Stephanopoulos gradually came 
around to the view that we should be doing the advertising, because they felt that 
it was the only way to win the budget fight, and I told them that I felt it was crucial 
that the President veto the Republican budget, and that the veto not be overridden, 
and that he be willing to accept a government shutdown and survive a government 
shutdown. The only way you are going to get the President to stand firm with this 
kind of courage is if there are ads running in the country and he knows that he 
is carrying the majority of the people with him. Otherwise, he will be perceived 
wrongly. He will sense it, and he will crack, and we will lose. 

And after I explained that to Panetta, I think at one point I said decisively to 
Leon, when Clinton is on the air, he has got a lot of guts, and that was a quote, 
I think, and as a result of that lobbying I think of Panetta, he and Stephanopoulos 
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sort of switched and advocated the ads running, and that was really the key switch 
and with that there was a consensus for which Ickes absented himself for this ad- 
vertising to proceed. 

But during this entire process, it was an issue advocacy effort in just the same 
way as if we had advertised for health care reform in 1994, or for the stimulus pack- 
age in 1993. Did it help the President get reelected? Yeah, an 3 dhing a President 
does helps the President get reelected. Was it expressly designed for the President 
to get reelected and the substantive battle merely invented as a ruse? Absolutely 
not. Because the entire concept of Clinton’s re-election had to hinge on a victory in 
this fight. We couldn’t even reach the issue of re-election given the President’s popu- 
larity numbers until we won this fight. 

Question. And during the issue — well, we can come back to that. At this time 
when you said Mr. Stephanopoulos and Panetta changed and came around to your 
view, was there a discussion of a $10 million media budget for the fall of ’95? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And just so — I know the Minority has expressed some concerns to date 
on — this morning on going into this, and I would like to spend some time talking 
about this $10 million budget. I think that’s a lot of what we have been leading up 
to here in discussing, is your advocacy of that and the President’s acceptance of that 
and others at the l^ite House accepting that and clearly that led to some, you 
know, fund-raising efforts. And we have particular interest in that time frame. We 
would just like to go into that at some length here now, if you could. 

Do you recall in early September having some meetings on this $10 million budg- 
et? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Of ’95? 

Answer. In early September of ’95, Erskine Bowles came to me and said, you can’t 
go on piece by piecemeal advising that we spend this amount of money and that 
amount of money. 

By way of background, we had spent $2.5 million from Clinton/Gore in July and 
had spent $800,000 from DNC during the Senate — during the congressional recess 
in August. I pushed for that money because I wanted to hit Republican Congress- 
men and Senators when they went home to their districts. 

Question. These were on Medicare ads? 

Answer. Yeah. And I wanted people to be hollering at them about Medicare cuts 
so that when they got back to Washington, they would be less likely to be dis- 
ciplined. 

My whole hope was to break the cohesion of the Republican Majority that they 
could not pass a budget, that we would have to veto, and then if that failed, which 
it did, my next hope was to have a strong enough base of public support so that 
the President could veto the budget and could block its being overridden, and could 
win the public relations war over that, and we did succeed in that. 

Question. The $800,000 Medicare ad campaign you said was paid for by the DNC? 

Answer. That’s right. Because they were clearly issue advocacy ads and they were 
entirely aimed at influencing the Senators and Congressmen during the recess. 

Question. Was the President involved at all in working on that ad campaign? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Could you describe that 

Mr. Ballen. Excuse me. Counsel. I am going to object. I think Mr. Morris has 
already made clear, and I am going to make clear, that there is absolutely no viola- 
tion of law in regard to these kinds of activities. I am going to cite the opinions, 
because I want to know, and I think the Minority is entitled to know, how this vio- 
lates the law and how this relates to our inquiry about campaign fund-raising im- 
proprieties. 

Relevant EEC decisions. Advisory Opinions 1985-14 and 1995-25, make it abso- 
lutely clear that coordination with political parties and their candidates concerning 
contents of placement of advertising is entirely legal as long as the advertisements 
in question do not cross the line of express advocacy. Even when coordinated, party- 
funded ads do not constitute contributions towards expenditures on behalf of the 
candidate unless the ad expressly advocates the election or defeat of a clearly identi- 
fied candidate for Eederal office. This understanding of the law has been reiterated 
by the EEC and the Department of Justice in the March 1996 Supreme Court brief. 

Ms. Comstock. Obviously, Mr. Ballen, these are fact-based questions and the wit- 
ness is someone who has information on facts and you are making conclusions be- 
fore we have the facts. I am trying to find out the facts on this matter. 

Mr. Ballen. That is absolutely incorrect. You are asking him a line of questions 
that go into areas that are not comprehended by the resolution or by any — or the 
report that was under consideration here. And if you could articulate how this re- 
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lates to what we are investigating, I would be happy to withdraw my relevancy ob- 
jection. 

But I don’t see how, and my consultation with the Minority members of this com- 
mittee, this line of questioning — I know maybe perhaps the committee or certain 
people would like to relive the last election and uncover why the President won and 
the Republican candidate lost, but I did not understand that to be the purpose of 
our inquiry. Our inquiry was looking into campaign fund-raising improprieties or 
possible violations of law, period, not the strategy. Mr. Morris is a brilliant strate- 
gist I have no doubt, but that is not the purpose of what this investigation is sup- 
posed to be about. 

Ms. Comstock. Well, that includes FEC, possible FEC violations and, as you said, 
we have to know what the facts were so that we can know what we are talking 
about here. 

Mr. Ballen. The point is here you haven’t articulated what the possible FEC vio- 
lation could be. 

Ms. Comstock. If we could move on. 

Mr. Ballen. I mean, I would like to hear what possible violation. If you can ar- 
ticulate that, then I will stop objecting. I mean, if there is a nexus, if you have some 
good faith reason to believe that there were possible FEC violations committed by 
this witness or the campaign, lay them out and then the Minority would be happy 
to join in investigating any possible FEC violations, but these questions don’t go to 
possible FEC violations. 

Ms. Comstock. Mr. Ballen, I think you are familiar with civil deposition practice. 
We are looking at anything that relates directly or indirectly. This witness has a 
lot of information as to how the ad campaigns which were driving fund-raising 
which he himself has discussed as driving fund-raising were conducted and how, the 
interaction between the various campaigns, and that is what we are discussing here, 
and I would like to move forward on that. 

Mr. Ballen. I understand that you are discussing that by eliciting the fact that 
he has already testified about the $10 million budget, and then you can move on 
from that. What the strategy of the ads were, the content of the Medicare ads have 
nothing to do with any possible violation of law. 

Ms. Comstock. We are talking about who created the ads. 

Mr. Ballen. What does that have to do with it? 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. If you could tell us what the President’s role was in the Medicare ad 
that you were speaking of in August of 1995. 

Mr. Lenefsky. Answer the question. 

The Witness. The President’s level of investment in the Medicare ad, and in all 
of the DNC advertising, and in all of the Clinton/Gore advertising, except for the 
first flight of Clinton/Gore which ran in July, could be described as follows: He re- 
ceived drafts of the text of the ads, and he edited them, he changed them, he ad- 
justed the wording, and he received a description, a story board description, which 
is a rough description, of what the visuals would be. 

Subsequently, in preparing later DNC ads, the story board was replaced with 
something called an animatic, which is a very cheap, inexpensive simulation of what 
the ad will look like, usually involving borrowed or stolen footage that you couldn’t 
put on the air, but that you could have for private use, in other words, someone 
else’s footage that we would just dub in. So based on the animatic or the story board 
and the text, the President then approved the advertisement. 

At that point, the advertisement would then go through a vetting process. First, 
it would be vetted — and I’m speaking of this ad and all subsequent DNC ads. First, 
it would be vetted for factual accuracy through George Stephanopoulos, Rahm 
Emanuel and/or Gene Sperling. 

Secondly, it would be vetted for its legality by Lynn Utrecht and Joe Sandler. 
After a few weeks of this, Joe — I made a decision to ask Joe Sandler to actually at- 
tend the meetings at which we designed these ads, and we would have these cre- 
ative meetings where the consultants would meet to design the advertisement and 
Sandler was literally in the room when that was taking place. Every moment when 
we looked at an ad, someone came up with an idea, we would flesh out the idea, 
and then I would go to Sandler and I would say, is this okay for DNC? And he 
would say, no, this goes over the line to express advocacy of a candidacy; you got 
to take the picture out, you got to shorten the thing. You have Clinton on for 7 sec- 
onds; he can only be on for 2 seconds. You have Dole on, but you don’t have Ging- 
rich on, so it is anti-Dole as opposed to anti-Republican leaders in Congress. 



1066 


Question. You actually have seconds and times that he had this all worked down 
to? 

Answer. Precisely. And these all flowed from a series of meetings that took place 
in the office of Lynn Utrecht at which present were Utrecht, Sandler, Ickes, Sosnik, 
me, Tom Freedman, Mark Penn, Bill Knapp. And at those meetings, and there may 
be some other people, sometimes Jane Sherburne came. 

Question. Jane Sherburne, special counsel at the White House at that time? 

Answer. Yeah. I think she was there at one or two of them. Actually, no, Jane 
wasn’t. There was somebody else. 

Question. Cheryl Mills? 

Answer. Cheryl Mills was there at one or two of them. 

Anyway, at those meetings, Utrecht and Sandler would lay down the law in terms 
of every specific part of that ad. They would tell whether we can use the President’s 
picture, whether we can have the President speaking, how many seconds you can 
have the President on, whether we could use Dole, whether we could use Gingrich, 
and they would work on the guidelines and copy, and then those guidelines would 
then be enforced on an intimate involvement in the creative process by Sandler 
being there at every step. 

So the President, after he signed off on the rough text and the animatic or the 
story board, this would then be resubmitted to Sandler who had been present dur- 
ing the story boarding and the animatics and the scripting and 

Question. Okay. And when the President — would you give him the copy? Would 
you physically give it to him and then he would make the changes on that? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And then who would you give that copy to? 

Answer. I would then — these were typically done at the strategy meetings, and 
the President, the Vice President, Senator Dodd, and Ickes and Stephanopoulos and 
Panetta all assumed active roles in dealing with, in discussing the text of the ads. 

I would then have — these meetings were generally at night, the strategy meet- 
ings. Then I would have a creative meeting 

Question. Were these Wednesday night or Thursday night meetings? 

Answer. They had been called that in the press, but they were often on Monday 
evenings or Tuesday evenings as well. 

Question. When you physically gave the documents to the President, would you 
take them back from him yourself, the changes that he made? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And where did you physically take those to? 

Answer. Oh, you mean his handwriting? No. I would just be sitting with the ad 
copy and as people agreed on changes I would be making the changes, yeah. And 
they would be rough — they wouldn’t be the actual changes, they would be the con- 
cept, because I wasn’t about to time it to be sure it came in at 30 seconds while 
the President was sitting there. 

But we got the point that, you know, this is too heavily anti-Dole, or I don’t want 
you to use that old picture of Dole, it looks like we are using the age issue against 
him, or you used this word and I want this kind of sense. It wasn’t a text by text 
thing, it was a — it was conceptual, and when it was textual, he would usually in- 
clude so much language that you couldn’t fit it in a 30 second spot. So I would copy 
all of that down, and then the next morning we would have a creative meeting with 
the political consultants. Attending those meetings were Bob Squier, Bill Knapp, 
Mark Penn, Doug Schoen, Tom Freedman, Joe Sandler, one or two members of 
Squier’s staff, and usually one or two other members of my staff. And later in the 
process we were joined by the opposition research experts at the DNC. 

At these meetings, we would then take the input that had been given by the par- 
ticipants in the strafe^ meeting and accepted by the President and we would then 
redraft the ad so that it came in at 30 seconds and it took account of their concerns. 
We would then also note changes in the visuals that needed to be made. Then, we 
would call by phone usually Stephanopoulos, Sperling or Emanuel and get their spe- 
cific factual changes, if there were any factual issues. Then we would take that en- 
tire product and run it by Sandler again, and he would then say, well, this and this 
change you have made are over the line, you have got to pull it back, and so on. 

At that point we would then come up with a text and a visual concept. I would 
then leave, and the actual media creators would then take that and fashion it into 
an ad, and they consisted of Bill Knapp, Hank Sheinkopf, who was at the creative 
meeting as well, and Marius Penczner, who was at the creative meeting. The three 
of them would actually go into the editing room and design and produce the ad. 
Usually Knapp would call me and would say, this ad is too long, you got to take 
some words out, or this doesn’t work with the visual, you got to change the copy. 
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and again the copy would be changed. Or he would say, we don’t have a particularly 
good visual of this, we need something of that, and we would change the visual. 

Then, that advertisement, when it finished with that process, would then be put 
on the air without prior approval from anybody except me, and the ad would run 
and we would show the ad to the strategy group, which included the President, at 
the subsequent session of the group, usually after the ad was actually running. 

So the President was heavily involved at a given point in the process, but in al- 
most every case, the ad that ultimately ran was significantly different, both in vis- 
ual content and in text, from the ad he had seen and approved several weeks — sev- 
eral days before. It was only one 

Question. That ad that he had approved, was it his understanding that these were 
DNC ads? 

Answer. Yes. Clinton/Gore ads followed the exact same approval process. 

Question. And during this time frame when you were doing the issue advocacy 
ads, were you also doing polling of the President’s numbers? 

Answer. Yes. But perhaps I could just summarize the content portion of it. My 
point about the content is that the inputs on the content were very pluralistic. 
There were probably 30 people or 40 people that had some role of input to the proc- 
ess. 

Question. I understand. 

Answer. And while the President had a significant role in that, it was as the first 
among equals, and he was not the final arbiter went on, because he never saw what 
finally went on because his schedule didn’t permit it. 

Question. Did you maintain copies of documents of these various ads as you pre- 
pared them? 

Answer. No. I am not now in possession of any such documents. Bill Knapp was 
the one who kept those documents, because he was sort of the operating officer in 
charge of the ad campaign, and a number of other documents of that sort were docu- 
ments that I had at my campaign office, but when I was fired, the campaign office 
was sealed and I have had no access to my papers since then. But you probably 
have a bunch of scripts lying around that office. 

Question. What do you mean your office was sealed? 

Answer. There was a padlock put on it and I was not permitted access to it. 

Question. So your Clinton/Gore office was sealed by Clinton/Gore officials? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And could you describe what happened with that? 

Answer. I don’t know. I was never there; I was just told that I could have no ac- 
cess to it and I have never tried. 

Question. And that happened immediately — in the August 26th time frame when 
you were leaving Chicago? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. And you came back and you never were able to get into your Wash- 
ington, D.C., office? 

Answer. Well, I came back to Connecticut and New York, I didn’t go back to 
Washington, but I was told it was sealed and I never tried to — I was told — I never 
physically went there to, you know, to challenge the padlock, but I was told it was 
locked and sealed. 

Question. And who told you that? 

Answer. Peter Knight. 

Question. And what did he say to you? 

Answer. Your office has been sealed, and we have had to seize the documents, 
and you can’t have access to them. 

Question. Do you know who seized the documents? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know where those documents are now? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Have you heard anything about what was done with those documents? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. 

Answer. So 

Question. At the time when you — we haven’t really directly addressed that, but 
you had said both, when you resigned and when you were fired in August of ’96. 
How would you — how do you characterize it? 

Answer. I was fired. 

Question. And who fired you? 

Answer. The President. 

Question. And what did he tell you in terms of firing you? 

Answer. He sent Erskine Bowles to say that he was requesting my resignation. 
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Question. And at that point you resigned? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did anybody else talk to you about the President’s wish for you to re- 
sign? 

Answer. Subsequently Jack Quinn came in to talk to me as well about it. 

Question. And at that time Mr. Quinn was the counsel to the President? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And what did he tell you? 

Answer. At the first conversation, Erskine and I were alone and he said, the 
President wants me to request your — wants to request your resignation. Then I ob- 
jected to that and asked them to revisit the issue with the President and several 
hours later, Bowles and Quinn came back and said, we have revisited the issue with 
the President and the President wants to offer you the alternative of either resign- 
ing or taking a leave of absence during which you will seek counseling and therapy 
and after that, after a suitable interval, you might be able to rejoin the campaign, 
and in the interim between those two meetings I had made a judgment that I need- 
ed to resign. So when they came back and offered that, I said, that’s fine, I will just 
resign. 

Question. Did you speak with the President prior to resigning? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Could you just tell us briefly, when you left the campaign at that time, 
what documents you can recall being in your office at that time? 

Answer. A relatively complete or perhaps fully complete set of the agendas that 
I prepared for the President’s review, which would be strategic documents that we 
used at the weekly strategy meetings. 

Question. And where was your office located? 

Answer. In the Clinton/Gore campaign office on 20th and M, and 

Question. Did you have an office at the White House at all? 

Answer. No. So the agendas were there. Probably I would think all — my staff kind 
of decided what they were keeping and what they weren’t keeping, so I am not fully 
familiar with it. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

The Witness. I am fairly certain that all of the memos from Sandler and Utrecht 
as to what the ground rules were for DNC advertising were there. Most likely all 
copies of the surveys were there. Most likely all memos that I had sent to the Presi- 
dent, giving him advice on different topics, were there. 

I would send the President four or five notes every day, short little notes, just 
as things arose during the course of the day, and probably most of them were there. 
And assorted other things, analyses of the nightly TV news, analyses of the content 
of local newspaper, issues memoranda on different substantive issues we were work- 
ing on, a variety of things like that; nothing linked to fund-raising at all, because 
I never had any involvement with that. 

Question. Did these memos to Mr. Sandler you said involved — would be in your 
documents? 

Answer. Yes. The memos from Sandler and Utrecht outlining — or from Bill Knapp 
summarizing the conversation with Sandler and Utrecht for their approval, the 
memos for their approval. 

But documents that laid down the ground rules for DNC advertising, we had sev- 
eral meetings on that, seven or eight, because as the time frame unfolded, the 
ground rules changed, because the circumstances changed. The Republicans had a 
nominee, or there were primary fights going on, and the ground rules to which we 
were subject evolved over that period. These documents traced that. 

Question. Is that the full extent of the documents you believe were maintained 
in your offices? 

Answer. I am sure 

Question. To the extent you can recall. 

Answer. I am sure there is probably a lot of other stuff hanging around there, 
but that is the main stuff. 

Question. Did you maintain copies of documents, notes the President had written 
to you, things like that, in your office? 

Answer. The President rarely did that. In fact, he really — oh, yes, a lot of the 
things that might be there might be articles that the President sent over to me with 
his writing on it saying, you know, please note this, and generally those were on 
issues or ideas. But, yes, there would be some of those. 

Question. Did you have a separate phone number for the Clinton/Gore office? 

Answer. Yes, but it was — yes, there were phone numbers where one could call di- 
rectly and reach my office, yes. 

Question. And what was that phone number? 
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Answer. I don’t recall. 

Question. Did you have somebody who maintained your files for you at the Clin- 
ton/Gore office, or did you do that yourself? 

Answer. No. Two people who did, Tom Freedman, my chief of staff, and — I am 
blocking out his name. 

There was a guy who was on my paid staff, and I can’t remember his name, who 
kind of was in charge of the office. I am sorry; I will remember his name. 

Mr. Lenefsky. We will provide that. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. When you had mentioned your staff, can you provide the names of the 
other staff who were the individuals who generally were working with you? 

Answer. Actually, if I can have my book? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. Thank you. Just a minute. 

The name of the gentleman I was groping for, who kind of ran the office, is Brian 
Lee, L-E-E, and my other staff members were Mary Smith, Matt Levine, and Mark 
Schwartz. 

Question. You had said you did not have an office at the White House. Did you 
have occasion, though, to spend a fair amount of time at the White House in 1996 
and 1996? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And where would you be physically based when you were at the White 
House? 

Answer. Well, I never had a hard pass, so I was only 

Question. At any time? 

Answer. At any time. So I would always have an appointment with somebody, and 
I would enter pursuant to an appointment. 

Question. Who would that be? Why don’t we start with initially when you started, 
sort of the secret phase when people didn’t know you were there, who you would 
go to. 

Answer. Nancy Hernreich, and thereafter it would depend on who I was seeing. 
Leon Panetta in June of 1995 had a meeting with the President and Bowles — with 
the President, myself, and the Vice President, and asked that I spend as little time 
in the White House as possible, and that I not roam the halls of the White House 
catching people at random, but I only go in to see specific people. 

At that point, I opened an office at the Clinton/Gore campaign, and I spent most 
of my time either there or in my hotel. I only entered the White House or the OEOB 
for specific meetings with specific people, and it was not my practice to linger there. 

Question. And during this time, I guess starting from November ’94 time frame 
forward, were you sta 3 dng at the Jefferson Hotel generally when you were in town? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Who were paying for those bills? 

Answer. The Clinton/Gore campaign had a per diem maximum of, I believe, $186 
a night, and my hotel bill was 200-something dollars a night, and they paid up to 
$185, and I paid the rest of it out of pocket, as well as any other expenses in connec- 
tion with that out of pocket. 

Question. Do you know where the bills that the hotel had — where they were sent 
to? 

Answer. Yes. They are in the possession of my — I think they are in the possession 
of my assistant, and if you want me to furnish them to you, I would be happy to. 

Question. That would be Tom Freedman? 

Answer. No; my personal assistant, Maureen Maxwell. 

Question. Okay. And how did you take those bills and then get reimbursed for 
them? What was that process? 

Answer. Maureen would send those bills, as well as air receipts and other ex- 
penses, to Joan Pollitt at the Clinton/Gore campaign, and she would then reimburse 
the portion of it that the campaign deemed reimbursable. 

Question. Those bills were sent to Joan Pollitt, as opposed to the consulting bills 
that went through Harold Ickes? 

Answer. That is correct. 

Question. Okay. So from the start, like in November, December, ’94, those bills 
went to 

Answer. No. This arrangement started in July of 1995. Prior to July of ’95, I re- 
ceived no reimbursement for expenses. 

Question. So when you were staying down here, that was out-of-pocket expenses 
for you? 
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Answer. Yes. 

Question. Starting in June of ’95 

Answer. July. 

Question. You sent the bills to Clinton/Gore? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. And at any time did you learn of anyone reviewing your hotel bills? 

Mr. Lenefsky. Can we go off the record now? 

[Discussion off the record.] 

The Witness. What was your question? 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Were you aware of people reviewing your hotel bills? 

Answer. Yes. I became aware of that. Yes, I was aware of that. 

Question. How did you become aware of that? 

Answer. Ickes — well, first Ickes would send me memos objecting to things in my 
hotel bill, and at first the campaign was paying my full hotel bill, and then Ickes 
said, we will only pay it up to $185, and then I said I would like to pay the rest 
of it out of pocket, and he said that was okay. 

And then I became aware that Ickes was reviewing them because of his feedback 
on them. And then I had occasion to read in the Washington Post an account which 
indicated that I had charged mini bar expenses and pornographic movie rentals to 
the campaign. 

In fact, I never received reimbursement for anything above the $185, so uses of 
the mini bar, which were generally Diet Pepsis, were not reimbursed in any case 
by the campaign, nor were movie rentals of any description reimbursed. 

I showed the hotel bill to the Washington Post, and it became clear there were 
no movie rentals on the hotel bill. 

Question. Do you know who at the White House was working on that for Harold, 
who reviewed bills in general, whether it was the hotel bills? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Or the other bills sent over to Harold Ickes? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know someone named Jennifer O’Connor who worked for Mr. 
Ickes? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you have an understanding of what her role was working for Mr. 
Ickes? 

Answer. My only interface with Jennifer was when Harold was asked by the 
President to review a proposal for a public statement that I would make, an issue 
proposal that I would make. 

Part of my job was to recommend issue positions to the President, to speeches or 
proposals he made, and when Ickes was charged with reviewing those proposals, as 
he was with some of them, he would delegate that task to Jennifer O’Connor. That 
was my sole involvement with her. 

Question. And did you have any understanding of her being involved in reviewing 
bills at all? 

Answer. I have no idea. 

Question. I am going to return a little to the — I think we diverged a little bit when 
we were talking about the issue advocacy ads and whether or not there was polling 
done of the President’s numbers. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. As these ads started appearing. 

Answer. We polled constantly. Every week we polled. 

We polled weekly, and at the beginning that would be spelled W-E-A-K as well 
as W-E-E-K. 

And in that polling, we had about 30 different measurements that we included 
every week to measure what was going on. Those included the President’s 
favorability, the President’s job rating; we would ask, whose plan to balance the 
Federal budget do you approve of more, the President’s or those of the Republicans 
in Congress? Who do you trust more to balance the budget, the President or the — 
President Clinton or the Republicans in Congress? Who do you trust — who do you 
think will do the better job of holding down taxes, the President or the Republicans 
in Congress? Who do you think would do the best job of balancing the budget in 
a way that preserves our values? 

Question. Were these the ads that were then broken down between DNC 

Answer. These were the polling questions. 

Question. And then they would be allocated? 
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Answer. That is right. 

Question. Part of this, though, was determining the President’s general 
favorability numbers? 

Answer. Well, what I am saying to you is, there were about 30 different questions 
that we routinely and repetitiously asked each week, and we tracked and monitored 
fluctuations in those numbers and briefed the President at the strategy meetings 
on those changes. One of them was the President’s favorability. One of them was 
his job approval. 

But I was giving you the list of questions that we tracked. So they were the ones 
on the budget; they were the ones on the teix cut. 

Then we would read people summaries of the President’s and the Republicans’ 
budget positions and say, who do you agree with more? We would say, who do you 
blame more for the shutting down of the Government, the President or the Repub- 
licans in Congress? Who do you feel is doing the best job of protecting Medicare? 
Who is doing the best job of protecting Medicaid? Who is making the best job of pro- 
moting education? 

We would have a whole series of questions, largely issue questions, which were 
designed to track how the advertisements were affecting the perception of the Presi- 
dent’s issue position vis-a-vis the Republicans. 

We did not in most of these polls ask head-to-head questions at that point in that 
period, if only because they were too dire for us to contemplate, and also, we didn’t 
know the name of the Republican opponent yet. 

But the President’s favorability or job rating were components that we reviewed 
to assess the progress of the weekly campaign. But they were only 2 of about 30 
questions, and the other 28 virtually all related to the issue differences between the 
two. 

Question. And then were these polls used to develop the issue advocacy ads? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Getting into the President’s review of these ads, did you sometimes 
meet with the President, just by yourself with the President on these, or was it usu- 
ally with a group of people who were reviewing the ads? 

Answer. I very rarely, if ever, met alone with the President about the ads. They 
were either — I either met with him in the strategy group, or in ’96, as the need for 
changing ads became more immediate, Nancy Hernreich would arrange a 10-minute 
gathering in the Oval Office or adjacent to it, where as many of the strategy meet- 
ing participants as could be summoned would come into the room and actually look 
at animatics and scripts and make a judgment there on the media. But generally 
these were done at the strategy meetings. 

Question. And your experience with Governor Clinton, you had worked on writing 
ads with the President? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Is that correct? And you recall the number of anecdotes in your book 
about when the President’s polling — I think it was in the 1990 campaign — when the 
President’s poll numbers had fallen quickly, you had woken him up at 2:00 in the 
morning and wrote an ad together? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And during the ’95-96 time frame, did you also write some ads like that 
with the President? 

Answer. Well, I have tried to lay out for you — I have tried to answer that question 
previously. I walked you through the process, and that is the process we followed. 

Mr. Ballen. Excuse me — all right. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. What was Mr. Ickes’ role in this process of approving the ads? 

Answer. He attended the strategy meetings and occasionally had comments on the 
text or the visuals in the ads, and he also had to receive final texts of the ads and 
a video of the ad before the ad ran. 

Question. And he would have his input? 

Answer. He would have made his input at the strategy meeting. I can’t recall any 
instance in which he had any changes when he received the final copy. 

Question. If we could return now to the September ’95 time frame when you were 
working on advocating the $10 million budget, you spoke of the initial meeting with 
Mr. Panetta and Mr. Bowles and Mr. Stephanopoulos where they came around to 
your thinking on this. 

What was your understanding of the President’s position at that time? 

Answer. Generally he was in favor of the advertising, but he was concerned about 
whether we could afford it, and his mind was open at that point on the question 
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of how much we should do and when we should do it, and he was following the de- 
bate among his advisers. 

Question. And did that debate include that the DNC financial situation was not 
great in the fall of ’95? 

Answer. Not in front of me, it didn’t. The President at the strategy meeting in 
September said, as I recall — at one point, Ickes spoke of the financial difficulties the 
DNC was facing, and the President said, “Hold it. I don’t want to have that discus- 
sion here. We are going to have a separate meeting where we are going to focus 
on that.” 

And then there was, I have since heard, a separate meeting, to which I did not 
attend — I have read this in the paper — at which that was reviewed and discussed. 

If you will pardon the President, the President, he recognized a Chinese wall be- 
tween me and the fund-raising. 

Mr. Ballen. So you did not have any involvement in the fund-raising? Just to 
make that clear on the record. 

The Witness. I had absolutely no involvement in the fund-raising at all, nor 
knowledge about it. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Okay, we can just move along. I just have a New York Times article 
in April of this year which discusses some of the matters that you have been relat- 
ing, some of the meetings that you have been discussing. What can you tell me 
about what you know about the subsequent meeting on how the DNC was going to 
come up with the money to pay for the $10 million budget once that had been ap- 
proved? 

Answer. I know nothing about what went on in that meeting. I did hear at one 
of the strategy meetings that the DNC had acquired a line of credit of $7 million 
and that it was planning to use that line of credit to help finance the advertising. 

I do know that at one point in late 1995, Ickes was opposing my request for adver- 
tising money and said, “This will mean the DNC could be 7 to 9 million dollars in 
debt at the end of the year.” And I answered, “I would rather the DNC be in debt 
than the Republicans win the budget fight and the DNC be dead.” 

But those two were the only insights I had into the DNC’s financial condition dur- 
ing that period. 

Question. Okay. Did you have any knowledge about a meeting that Mr. Ickes and 
Don Fowler and the President and the Vice President had on this budget shortly 
after it had been approved in early September? 

Answer. No. 

Question. On September 13th, 1995, the President, it has now been reported — and 
the committee received a number of documents relating to it — there was a meeting 
with the President, James Riady, John Huang, Bruce Lindsey, and Joe Giroir, and 
in this meeting one of the topics discussed was John Huang raising money for the 
DNC. 

Mr. Ballen. Hold it. I object. Is that your testimony? How do you know? 

Ms. Comstock. It has been reported that is what was discussed in those meet- 
ings. Unfortunately, some of the principals are no longer in the country, are not 
available, and I believe the President has said after a number of disagreements 
among staff that this topic was discussed, fund-raising and Mr. Huang going to the 
DNC, as well as there has been a fair amount of testimony in the Senate on that 
last month. 

At any rate, at any time in or around September of 1995, did you learn that there 
had been some kind of fund-raising solution that had been found for the DNC? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Or any people that were going to be involved in raising money? 

Answer. Absolutely none. 

Question. Were you aware of Bruce Lindsey meeting with anybody regarding 
fund-raising efforts? 

Answer. No. I am not trying to give a specific denial to a specific question. I never 
knew anything at all about how the money was being raised by the DNC. I never 
knew the names of the donors, the modalities that we used in raising the money, 
the projections of how much they expected to raise, or any of that information. 

Question. So you had no knowledge of Mr. Ickes meeting with Mr. Huang at any 
time? 

Answer. I had no knowledge of that or any other fund-raising discussion. 

Question. You said you did learn about the DNC obtaining a loan regarding 

Answer. I heard at the strategy meeting — I have answered that question. 
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Mr. Lenefsky. It was a line of credit, I think. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you know who told you about that in the strategy meeting? 

Answer. It was in the strategy meeting. 

Question. Do you know who raised that? 

Answer. Ickes, I think, but I am not sure. 

Question. Did Ickes ever raise any concern about that line of credit? 

Answer. Yes, as I think I was just testifying, he said he would end up in debt 
at the end of the year, and that was the reason not to do the advertising. As I said, 
I said I would rather the DNC be in debt than the DNC be dead. 

Question. It was your understanding the line of credit had been extended and Mr. 
Ickes was trying to cut back on how often the line of credit was utilized? 

Answer. I have no idea. 

Question. Do you know a woman named Janice Enright? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And do you know who she is? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Could you tell us your understanding 

Answer. She was Harold’s chief assistant, Harold Ickes’ chief assistant. Her office 
was located inside his office, their desks were joining, and she was virtually con- 
stantly with Harold, and I would deal with her frequently to get messages to Har- 
old. 

Question. And what was your understanding of what her role was? 

Answer. His executive secretary. 

Question. And to your knowledge, did most — if you have any knowledge — of the 
documents that went into Harold’s office, did she deal with them generally? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. When you were at the White House, did you have any particular phones 
or faxes that you were supposed to use, if you indeed did use any at the White 
House? 

Answer. No. I always charged calls to my credit card, my campaign credit card, 
when I made them from the White House. 

Question. Did you ever have occasion to use faxes when you were at the White 
House? 

Answer. I might have. Yes, I probably did. 

Question. Do you know if you were directed to any particular faxes which you 
were supposed to use at the A^ite House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. When you first began working with the President in late ’94 and ’95, 
you have written that when you were working on this State of the Union address, 
you were faxed things back and forth and there was a lot of faxes that went to the 
White House from you to the President. Did you have a particular fax line that you 
were directed to? 

Answer. That I was supposed to send to? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you remember what the number was? 

Answer. [Redacted]. But I would ask, in your final report, you not make that 
number public, because it still is the fax number of the President’s office. 

Question. I understand. Is that in his private office or in the residence? 

Answer. It is in the Oval Office. 

Question. And do you know if there was a fax machine in the residence that the 
President utilized? 

Answer. Yes, there was, in the Usher’s Office. I would frequently ftix things to 
the Usher’s Office as well. 

Question. Do you know what that fax number is? 

Answer. I don’t have it memorized. I knew it and used it, but I don’t know what 
it is. 

Question. Can you recall how frequently you sent documents by ftix to either of 
those numbers or other numbers? 

Answer. Three or four times a day. 

Question. In that late ’94/early ’95 time period? 

Answer. Constantly, from late ’94 through August of ’96. 

Question. And do you have any knowledge as to how those documents were main- 
tained or who maintained them at the White House? 

Answer. No. 
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Question. Would the President send you back faxes? 

Answer. Yes, but not in that way. The documents I received from the President 
were usually memos — they were usually documents that he had — almost always 
they were like a magazine article or something that he had read, and stamped “the 
President has seen,” and he would write my name next to it that I should be sent 
a copy of that. 

The President almost never sent me any documents. It just wasn’t his style, to 
actually put something in writing and send it to me. It was kind of a one-way street. 
I was sending him documents, papers, constantly. 

Question. Did you maintain any of the documents that were sent to you from the 
White House? 

Answer. A great many of them, but they are all in my office. 

Question. So you maintained none of your documents, in the entire time you were 
working for the President, at your home? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Or in any other personal office? 

Answer. No, except I do have an incomplete set of the agendas for the Oval Office, 
for the Wednesday night meetings. 

Question. Those were the only documents you maintained personally? 

Answer. That is right. Occasionally — a few other random documents. I think I 
have a copy of the draft — the initial drafts and edits of each of the State — two State 
of the Unions I worked on, and I have some personal notes that he sent me just 
of a personal nature, birthday present and stuff like that, but nothing systematic; 
I kept all of that at my office. 

Question. And you said your assistant that you mentioned earlier, Maureen was 
it? 

Answer. Maureen Meixwell, yes. 

Question. Is she based in Connecticut? 

Answer. No; she lives in Pennsylvania. 

Question. So the bills that you would send for her to handle were sent to Pennsyl- 
vania? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of what Ms. Enright’s role was in terms 
of Mr. Ickes’ interactions with the DNC, if she had a role? 

Answer. None. I have no idea. 

Question. You have no idea, not that she had no role? 

Answer. I have no knowledge. 

Question. What is your understanding of what Doug Sosnik’s role was in relation 
to the DNC and the work you were doing? 

Answer. He was the political director at the White House, and he functioned as 
Ickes’ number two in command. By that, I don’t mean his chief of staff, or that 
would have been Enright, but his number two professional person. 

And my understanding was that he frequently transmitted instructions from Har- 
old Ickes to — certainly to me and to the other consultants, and I have no knowledge 
that he transmitted them to the DNC, but it would have been reasonable to assume 
that he did. 

Question. And what was your understanding of Mr. Ickes’ control over the DNC? 

Answer. That it was total; that he was the moment-by-moment, day-to-day man- 
ager of every aspect of the President’s campaign, whether that campaign related to 
activities of the Clinton/Gore campaign or to the extent that it related to DNC ac- 
tivities. 

I know that in my personal bailiwick we needed Harold’s approval for every poll, 
every focus group, every mall test of ads, every production of ads, every animatic 
that we produced, every media buy; any expenditure of any amount of money other 
than petty cash, we needed Ickes’ approval. 

We would go about that by submitting the information to Sosnik, and Sosnik 
would then get back to us — Sosnik would either approve it on Ickes’ behalf, which 
he was permitted to do by Ickes, or earlier, before he got that authority, he would 
go back to Ickes and would get back to us with Ickes’ approval. 

Question. And did you have an understanding of the President’s knowledge of Mr. 
Ickes’ role? 

Answer. I believed that the President — I believed that Ickes was given this au- 
thority by the President. 

Question. The President had an understanding that Mr. Ickes did have the type 
of control that you have described? 

Answer. Yes. In general, I was under that impression. I know that specifically the 
President directed that Ickes was to approve all polling questionnaires and all poll- 
ing expenditures in advance. 
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I know that because I opposed giving Ickes that authority and objected to the 
President over it, and the President overruled me and ordered me to deal with Ickes 
on the polling issues. 

Question. I am showing the witness EOP 34213, which is an April 17, 1996, memo 
to Chairman Fowler, cc’d to Chairman Dodd, B.J. Thornberry, Marvin Rosen, Brad 
Marshall, Doug Sosnik, Karen Hancox, from Harold Ickes dated — the memo is dated 
April 17th, 1996, regarding an April 15th, 1996 meeting. 

This document discusses a meeting that apparently occurred between Mr. Ickes 
and Mr. Fowler and Doug Sosnik, in which it was agreed that all matters dealing 
with the allocation of expenditures and monies involving the DNC are subject to the 
prior approval of the White House. 

Do you know if this is the time frame when this discussion occurred, April 1996? 

Answer. I have no knowledge of this document nor of this procedure, and it is my 
impression that the requirements that were imposed upon my consulting group pre- 
date this significantly. 

Ms. Comstock. I guess I can make that Deposition Exhibit Number 1. 

Mr. Lenefsky. Are you marking this? 

Ms. Comstock. Actually, we have to keep the documents. I think there is a dif- 
ferent process in the Senate. 

Mr. Lenefsky. There sure is. 

Ms. Comstock. Document protocol does not allow us to disseminate the docu- 
ment. 

Mr. Lenefsky. That is a new one on me. 

Ms. Comstock. You can keep it to look at for now. 

[Morris Deposition Exhibit No. 1 was marked for identification.]. 

[Note. — All exhibits referred to can be found at end of deposi- 
tion.] 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Are you familiar with the documents Mr. Ickes has turned over to this 
committee at all and the Senate committee? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Other than seeing them, did you have any knowledge of them before 
news accounts? 

Answer. I don’t know what documents were turned over, so I can’t answer the 
question. There may be documents that he turned over that I know of, but I don’t 
know that I know of them. 

Question. Maybe an easier way would be, while you were dealing with Mr. Ickes, 
did you have occasion to receive memos on a regular basis from Mr. Ickes? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. What type of memos did you receive from Mr. Ickes? 

Answer. Memos which would clarify campaign procedures, approvals, memos 
which would lay out policies for reimbursement, memos which would be instructions 
to campaign staff people, things of that sort. 

Question. Okay. Do you have any knowledge if Mr. Ickes maintained these types 
of documents? 

Answer. I have no knowledge. 

Question. Do you know, have you heard from any source, whether or not these 
are some of the documents Mr. Ickes took with him when he left the White House? 

Answer. I have no knowledge. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge about Mr. Ickes taking his documents from 
the White House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. On a July 18th, 1997, article in the Washington Post 

Mr. Lenefsky. ’97? 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. ’97, I am sorry — last month, you were quoted as saying, “If Harold real- 
ly unloaded, there would be a whole lot more going on now than there is. If Harold 
ever broke with Bill Clinton, you would know it, believe me.” Can you tell us what 
you meant by that statement? 

Answer. That it is my impression that Harold has had a long and close relation- 
ship with the President and has been privy to all of the President’s political oper- 
ations over a long period of time, and that if Harold — what I meant in that is that 
if Harold Ickes were to reveal everything that he knows, my impression is that the 
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time period covered and the substance covered would go far beyond the scope of the 
document release he was alleged to have made pursuant to the committee’s request. 

Question. And what type of matters are you referring to? 

Answer. Matters that would relate to the 1992 campaign, that would relate to the 
Democratic convention and the President’s strategy there in 1992, things that would 
relate to the President’s fund-raising operations. 

I believe that someone who is in Ickes’ position would have access to far more ma- 
terial than was released pursuant — was released in connection with the document 
release that Ickes made after — he was alleged to have made after he left the White 
House. 

I do not, however, know of any specific piece of information that Ickes might pos- 
sess which could be injurious to the President. 

Mr. Lenefsky. Can you tell me which page you are on? 

Ms. Comstock. It is 

The Witness. Could I ask for literally a 2-minute recess? I just need to return 
a page. I will be back. 

[Brief recess.] 

Ms. Comstock. Okay, we can go back on the record. Congressman Cummings has 
joined us. I will turn the questioning over to him. 

Mr. Cummings. Thank you very much. 

Good afternoon — good morning, rather. 

Mr. Morris, I just wanted to stop by here to ask you a few questions. 

The Witness. Sure. 

Mr. Cummings. While I am a lawyer with 20 years of criminal practice, I am not 
here in that capacity today but as a member of the Government Reform and Over- 
sight Committee. I am just interested in this case. 

It is my understanding, over the last 2 and a half hours of questioning there have 
been no real questions about campaign fund-raising. While Mr. Morris has stated 
he has no knowledge of John Huang, Charlie Trie, the Riadys, or any other matter 
related to possible campaign fund-raising, it is my understanding Mr. Morris has 
testified about political strategy, advertising and polling, all matters of which nei- 
ther this committee or the full House authorized an investigation. 

Mr. Morris, I would like to ask you some questions about fund-raising that you 
may actually have some knowledge about. 

It is my understanding you worked for the Bush campaign — is that correct? — back 
in 1988? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. Did you work for George Bush’s Presidential campaign — is that 
right?— in 1988? 

The Witness. Yes. But I am 

Mr. Cummings. Let me say this. If I ask you anything and you are not clear, I 
am sure your counsel advised you, you can ask me to rephrase it. 

The Witness. Yes, I know. I worked to help Bush get elected, but I cannot recall 
whether I was paid by the Bush campaign or by the Republican National Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Cummings. Okay. Do you recall what your responsibilities were? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. What were they? 

The Witness. I was — I advised Lee Atwater, the campaign manager, and Roger 
Ailes, the media creator, on the content and timing and issues of the negative cam- 
paign against Dukakis. 

Mr. Cummings. And so you provided advice as far as negative campaigning is con- 
cerned; is that what you said? 

The Witness. Yes. I had worked for Weld, who had defeated Dukakis for Gov- 
ernor of Massachusetts, so I was sort of the house expert on how to beat Dukakis. 

Mr. Cummings. Were you involved in any way or did you have any knowledge of 
the type of fund-raising conducted in that campaign? 

The Witness. No. 

Mr. Cummings. Do you remember what Robert Mosbacher’s role was in the cam- 
paign? 

The Witness. No. 

Mr. Cummings. What kind of access did you have to the Vice President, Bush, 
during that campaign? 

The Witness. None. I have never met him. 

Mr. Cummings. You never met him? 

The Witness. Nor spoken to him. 

Mr. Cummings. Are you familiar with Team 100, the group of $100,000 contribu- 
tors to the RNC? 
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The Witness. No. 

Mr. Cummings. Do you know whether any large contributors were made specific 
promises by the Bush administration? That is, people that contributed to the Bush 
campaign? 

The Witness. No. 

Mr. Cummings. Would you know whether any were promised ambassadorships? 
That is, large contributors? 

The Witness. No. I know as little about the Bush campaign fund-raising as about 
the Clinton campaign fund-raising. 

Mr. Cummings. All right. Let me just go to something else. I just want to go — 
I had an opportunity to read some documents from “Crossfire” back on March 3rd, 
1997. I just want to ask you, do you remember that? 

The Witness. I am sorry? 

Mr. Cummings. You appeared on “Crossfire;” is that right? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. And there is a quote, and I would like you to tell me whether 
it is accurate or not. This is a quote that is attributed to you, and I just wanted 
to know whether you made this. It says, “I have sat in the room with six different 
currently serving Republican Members of United States Senate in their Senate of- 
fices, and they pick up the telephone, and they ask somebody for a campaign con- 
tribution.” Do you remember saying that? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. And can you identify who those Congresspeople were that you 
were talking about? 

Mr. Lenefsky. Wait a minute. Congressman, with all due respect, I don’t under- 
stand the relevance of this line of questioning. Correct me if I am wrong. I thought 
the committee’s jurisdiction was fund-raising improprieties or illegalities with re- 
gard to the 1996 Presidential election. If I am wrong, please correct me. 

Mr. Cummings. Well, as I sat in the committee, we said we would take this any- 
where it went. And that is my understanding; it is not limited. 

Ms. Comstock. I think the witness may be confused, because previously Minority 
had objected to this line of questioning. 

Mr. Ballen. No, I did not. I objected to the question. Absolutely untrue. I objected 
to a question that didn’t relate to fund-raising. Mr. Cummings’ questions relate to 
fund-raising. 

We have asked as well — it is well established there have been questions about 
1992 and beyond. 

So we also had questions about the 1980s and 1970s, what was done for President 
Clinton. 

Mr. Lenefsky. I would like to consult with Mr. Morris for just a moment, please. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

Mr. Lenefsky. Can we have the question read back? 

[The reporter read back as requested.] 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. And who were they? 

The Witness. Well, after I had made the statement, the statement was a spur- 
of-the-moment statement in which I was in the heat of argument with Haley 
Barbour, and Mr. Barbour had professed shock and indignation about the Vice 
President’s making calls from his office. And I said, “It is the routine practice of 
Members of Congress to make phone calls from their offices for fund-raising, and 
you know that.” And I am under the impression that that is the routine practice. 

I blurted out a figure without necessarily concocting it in my mind. Subsequently, 
I had an opportunity to reflect on it and figure out who I actually have seen phys- 
ically picking up the telephone, talking into the phone, and asking people to do 
fund-raisers or to contribute money in their Senate office, and I come up with three 
names: Senator Phil Gramm of Texas; Senator Paula Hawkins of Florida; and at 
the time. Congressman Buddy Roemer of Louisiana. 

Mr. Cummings. Now, let me make sure I am clear on what you just said, that 
although you mentioned, you said — talked about six, actually there were only three 
that you could remember? 

The Witness. Yes, that I could actually say I sat in their office and watched them 
make fund-raising phone calls. 

Mr. Cummings. Now, let’s go back to these three people for a second. As to Sen- 
ator Phil Gramm, can you remember when it was that you observed the fund-rais- 
ing calls? First of all, do you remember whether it was more than one? I am specifi- 
cally talking about Senator Gramm. 

The Witness. Yes. I cannot fix a date. I had occasion to meet frequently with Sen- 
ator Gramm during the Kay Bailey Hutchison campaign when she was first elected 
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to fill an open seat, and I was employed by the Republican Senate Campaign Com- 
mittee as a consultant to them in working for the Republican candidate in that race. 

As you recall, there were three Republican candidates and three Democrats, and 
the top two, one from each party ran it off. 

But the Republicans did not have a specific candidate, so I was kind of in charge 
of the negative campaign against Kruger, who was the most likely Democratic oppo- 
nent. And I had run a campaign that had defeated Kruger before, so, again, it was 
useful for me to do that. 

In the course of that period, whatever date that campaign was — I even forget the 
year, but you can check it, when she was first elected — I was in Gramm’s office a 
lot, like five or six or seven — five or six times, maybe seven or eight times. And it 
was my specific recollection that we would be meeting, and then somebody, his sec- 
retary, would buzz in and say Mr. X is on the telephone, and then I would see him 
lean back in his chair and say, “Hi, Charlie, how are you doing,” and basically ask 
him either to set up a fund-raiser or to give money. 

I do not recall with any specificity whether he was asking to arrange a fund-raiser 
or solicit a contribution, ask someone to contribute to a Republican Senate can- 
didate, since he was head of the Senate campai^ committee, or to contribute to his 
own campaign. But I was constantly — the meetings were constantly interrupted by 
fund-raising phone calls by the Senator. 

Now, when Channel 7 — ^ABC, rather — called me after this “Crossfire” and said 
now, can you recall whether — exactly the nature of the conversation? the gen- 
tleman — the reporter told me it would be illegal if he actually asked someone for 
funds; but if he asked someone to set up a fund-raiser party, that might not be ille- 
gal; and if he asked him to give money to another person, another campaign, that 
might not be illegal. And I can’t recall which of those activities the Senator engaged 
in. 

Mr. Cummings. Now, when you said you were in his office, was this here in Wash- 
ington? 

The Witness. Yes, in his Senate office in the — I believe it is in the Russell Senate 
Office Building. 

Mr. Cummings. With regard to Senator Gramm, when you saw this take place, 
did you comment on it at all? 

The Witness. No. 

Mr. Cummings. Within the office? 

The Witness. No. It is my understanding that this is 

Mr. Lenefsky. The answer is no. 

The Witness. The answer is no. 

Mr. Cummings. So can you tell us about the circumstances, what you observed 
with regard to Buddy Roemer. 

The Witness. He was a candidate for Governor of Louisiana in 1983. At that time 
he was a Democrat, he has become a Republican subsequently, and I was a consult- 
ant on his campaign. 

And, once again, I recall strategy meetings with him being interrupted by call- 
backs from contributors where he would take the call and he would discuss a cam- 
paign contribution or a party or some fund-raising issue in the middle of the meet- 
ing that I was having with him. 

I recall these because the interruptions were annoying to me and I just wanted 
to have my meeting and not have to sit there and listen to phone calls. 

Mr. Cummings. And where did those calls take place? 

The Witness. From his congressional office in one of the House office buildings. 

Mr. Cummings. And Paula Hawkins? 

The Witness. I worked for Senator Hawkins on her initial election campaign in 
1980 and her re-election in 1986, and during the period of ’85 and 1986 I met with 
her almost weekly in her Senate office, and I recall her making calls in connection 
with fund-raising from that office. 

Mr. Cummings. I want to go back to Phil Gramm for a second. You said that you 
heard the callbacks. Did you hear — did you observe any calls being made with re- 
gard to fund-raising, if you can recall? 

The Witness. No. I don’t think that he actually interrupted a meeting with me 
to say, please wait while I call this person. I think what would happen is that his 
secretary would buzz him and say, Mr. Jones is returning — is on the line, and then 
he would speak to Mr. Jones, and I inferred that it was a callback of a call he had 
originally placed. It might not have been. 

Mr. Cummings. Now, would that be the same for Paula Hawkins? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. So you don’t recall — you don’t remember hearing or seeing her ac- 
tually make a call out. 
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The Witness. That is correct. 

Mr. Cummings. Now, are you aware of any other instances where Congressmen 
have engaged in fund-raising phone calls in their congressional offices? 

The Witness. I have never directly witnessed that, but it is my impression that 
it is the routine practice engaged in by, as I have said, the vast majority of the 
House and of the Senate. 

Mr. Cummings. Back on March 3rd, 1997 — let me go back to what you just said. 
Is there — I mean, when you say it’s your — you said it’s your impression 

The Witness. [Affirmative nod.] 

Mr. Cummings. Strike that. On March 3rd, 1997, the edition of “Crossfire,” you 
said, “Every single Republican Senator spends about 80 percent of his time, includ- 
ing Senator Nickles, raising money, from those high-back chairs in the United 
States Senate office.” What did you mean by that? 

The Witness. Well, some of it might have been hyperbole. I don’t know if United 
States Senators spend 80 percent of the time while they were in their office making 
fund-raising phone calls. It is my impression that when candidates are up for re- 
election, Congressmen or Senators, they end up spending, if they are in contested 
races, sharply contested races — they end up spending a huge proportion of their 
time dealing with fund-raising, and they — and my impression is that a vast amount 
of that is from the Senate office. 

As I’m sa3dng that, I recall that — I recall learning from somebody that Senator 
Cranston was legendary for sitting in his office and making millions of phone calls — 
thousands of phone calls to donors. I remember at one point someone telling me, 
I don’t remember who, that Cranston would literally treat his office like a fund — 
his fund-raising headquarters. 

So I was expressing on the program that when Senator Nickles, in particular, ex- 
pressed shock that the Vice President was doing it, was making calls from his office, 
I think on the program I said it was akin to the scene in the movie “Casablanca” 
where Humphrey Bogart, with a French cop, bursts in and says he was shocked to 
hear that gambling is going on, and the hotel clerk interrupts him and says, “Here 
are your winnings from last night, sir.” 

Mr. Lenefsky. Claude Renee? 

The Witness. Yeah, that’s it. 

Mr. Cummings. I think back on that program you also said that six Members of 
the Senate, including half of the Republican leadership — do you remember that? 

The Witness. Yes. What I had in mind when I said that was, Phil Gramm was 
part of the leadership and I did not — it was hyperbolic. 

I have been asked in the past whether that included Trent Lott, because I have 
been Senator Lott’s consultant and I have said on the record and would affirm now 
that I have never seen Trent Lott make a fund-raising call from his office. I suspect 
that that’s largely because he has never had to. 

Mr. Cummings. You worked for Congressman Dickey also? 

The Witness. What? 

Mr. Cummings. Congressman Dickey. 

The Witness. Yes, Jay Dickey. 

Mr. Cummings. And when was that? 

The Witness. In 19 — in his 1994 re-election campaign. 

Mr. Cummings. And what were your responsibilities there? 

The Witness. I did his polling and oversaw his advertising. 

Mr. Cummings. Do you remember whether Congressman Dickey made any fund- 
raising calls from his office that you would know of? 

The Witness. I remember that he did not. 

Mr. Cummings. Okay. 

The Witness. I only met with him two or three times in his office in Washington, 
and most of the rest of our meetings were in Arkansas, and I know that those meet- 
ings in Washington were not interrupted by fund-raising calls. 

Mr. Cummings. Did you do any kind — type of fund-raising for him? 

The Witness. No. 

Mr. Cummings. You worked for Senator Helms, too? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. And when was that? 

The Witness. In his re-election campaign of 1990. 

Mr. Cummings. And what were your responsibilities with Senator Helms? 

The Witness. I conducted some of his polling and advised him on his advertising. 

Mr. Cummings. Now, do you recall him making fund-raising calls from his office 
or receiving callbacks? 

The Witness. No. I only met with Senator Helms once, which was in his Senate 
office. It was a meeting of about an hour, and that was the only time I have ever 
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seen Senator Helms. He did make no fund-raising phone calls. My contacts were 
with his campaign staff in North Carolina. 

Mr. Cummings. So you had nothing to do with any campaign fund-raising for him; 
is that correct? 

The Witness. That’s correct. 

Mr. Cummings. Are you aware of whether anyone affiliated with the 1990 Helms 
campaign provided information to the Christian Coalition about needs, plans, or 
projects on the campaign? 

The Witness. No. 

Mr. Cummings. So you have no knowledge of that whatsoever? 

The Witness. That’s correct. 

Mr. Cummings. Give me one second, please. 

You worked for Senator Wilson; is that right? 

The Witness. Yes, but I worked for him only in his campaign to be elected to the 
Senate. I never worked for him after his election to the Senate. When 1 worked for 
him, he was mayor of San Diego. 

Mr. Cummings. And what did you do for him? 

The Witness. I worked on his polling and on his advertising. 

Mr. Cummings. So as far as fund-raising is concerned, nothing? 

The Witness. No connection at all to his fund-raising. 

To spare you, 1 would be happy to list my Republican clients, but 1 have never 
worked on anybody’s fund-raising in either party. It is not what I do, and I know 
nothing about it. 

Mr. Cummings. So you don’t even get involved in that at all? 

The Witness. That’s right. There are occasions, and there have been candidates, 
none of the ones you mentioned, where I am invited to speak at a fund-raiser to 
urge a candidate’s donors to give money. I did that, for example, for Warren Rud- 
man when he was running for the Senate for the first time. But 1 never know who 
is in the audience, I never view the invitations, and I never receive the checks or 
raise the money, I just give a speech as to why I think he can win. 

Mr. Cummings. You generally paid close attention to television advertisements, 
ads by the Republican Party and its candidates for President in 1995 and 1996, 
didn’t you? 

The Witness. Yes. Rather close attention. 

Mr. Cummings. And why was that? 

The Witness. Well, 1 was running the President’s advertising, so I needed to 
know what the other side was doing. 

Mr. Cummings. So you personally reviewed many of the Republican television 
spots in 1995 and 1996? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. And when you would review them, what were you reviewing them 
for? 

The Witness. To find out what they were saying about President Clinton so that 
I could respond to them in the President’s advertisements. 

Mr. Cummings. Do you recall seeing “Dole for President” spots during the Repub- 
lican Presidential primary? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. One of Dole’s ads was a biographical spot produced by Don Sup- 
ple. Do you remember that? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. And does — I mean, can you tell us about it, as best you can? 

The Witness. Yes. 1 believe what you’re referring to was a 60-second advertise- 
ment that was run by the Republican National Committee under the same rubric 
of issue advocacy advertising that the Democrats did for President Clinton. 

It was notable in my recollection because it systematically violated every single 
one of the ground rules that Lynn Utrecht and Joe Sandler, the counsel for the cam- 
paign and for the Democratic Committee, had laid down for us and that we had to 
abide by. 

It was a spot that had absolutely no issue content at all. It was a warm and fuzzy 
biographic spot talking about where Senator Dole grew up and his background and 
his war record and a lot of things like that, and it had no reference that I can recall 
to issues at all. 

I remember being outraged by it, and I called Utrecht and Sandler, and I said, 
why are we being barred — I wanted to run an ad for Clinton that talked about — 
that he was born poor, that he worked his way up, that he went to school on schol- 
arships, and flesh out some of his background so that we could present that. 
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I was told by Utrecht and Sandler that if we did that, it would have to be out 
of Clinton/Gore because it was not issue advocacy, and I accepted that. But then 
when Dole did the exact same thing, I said, why are you unilaterally disarming us? 

I would like to state, in answer to your question, a little more broadly, that 
whereas the Clinton — the Democratic National Committee ran about $30 million of 
advertising that were issue advocacy ads, the Republican National Committee ran 
between 20 and 25 million dollars of advertising for Dole, which were issue ads, and 
whereas the Clinton/Gore DNC issue ads — that is, the DNC issue ads that I super- 
vised — were run largely during the budget fight, the Republican ads were run — 80 
percent of them were run after June 1st, 1996, when it was clearly re-election ads. 
During much of it the Congress wasn’t even in session, so there wasn’t even an 
issue advocacy possible. 

So I do want to point out that all of the accusations that have been made about 
the Democrat issue advocacy advertising being thinly-veiled re-election commercials, 
which I believe not to be true in our case, were overwhelmingly and abundantly true 
in the case of the Republicans. 

Mr. Cummings. So you really are concerned about that, huh? 

The Witness. What? 

Mr. Cummings. You sound like you got very upset about that. 

The Witness. I got very concerned when, in the last 3 months before the Demo- 
cratic convention, we were being outspent by 3-to-l on issue advocacy ads by the 
Republican Party. 

I also was interested to note in the Washington Post today that the Democratic 
Party spent 122 — raised $122 million in soft money and only $14 million of that 
went to the advertising campaign. We spent $45 million in pre-convention ads, 15 
from Clinton/Gore, 30 from DNC, and of the 30 from DNC, $16 million was hard 
and $14 million was soft. So the parent to the advertising campaign was only re- 
sponsible for about 11 percent of the total expenditures of soft money by the DNC. 

Mr. Cummings. Now, you said you did run a biographical ad on Bill Clinton; is 
that right? 

The Witness. No, we never did. I wanted to, but we couldn’t unless it was Clin- 
ton/Gore money, and we elected not to do so. 

Mr. Cummings. And the 1995-1996 DNC issue advertisements, I take it that they 
focused on legislative issues; is that right? 

The Witness. Yeah, they were overwhelmingly focused on the budget fight, and 
they exclusively related to the contrast between President Clinton’s plan and the 
Republican plan to balance the budget, and they would summarize the salient ele- 
ments of each and advocate the President’s plan as opposed to the other plan. 

For example, I remember that we could never use the name “President Clinton,” 
we had to say. President Clinton, apostrophe s, plan — “President Clinton’s plan” — 
because it had to be related to the substance of the issue rather than the personal- 
ities involved. 

Mr. Cummings. Now, you just laid out — the answer you just gave, you said it had 
to be, and what are you basing that on? What were the ground rules, and where 
did those ground rules come from? 

The Witness. Lynn Utrecht, the campaign counsel, and Joe Sandler, the DNC 
counsel, had presided over a series of meetings at Lynn Utrecht’s office, the sole 
purpose of which was to discuss what was permissible in DNC issue advocacy adver- 
tising and what was not. They laid down rules that were subsequently incorporated 
into memoranda that was circulated that provided the ground rules as to what we 
could or couldn’t include. 

Further, Mr. Sandler was present at each of the creative meetings where we 
worked on developing these ads and constantly was editing and fine-tuning the most 
minute details of the advertisements, text and visuals, as well as its placement, in 
order to observe those ground rules. 

For example, I was — we were instructed that Democratic National Committee 
issue advocacy ads could not run within the 28 days prior to a primary contest in 
a given State, and that if we chose to advertise within 28 days of the primary, even 
though Clinton was unopposed in the primary, we would have to use Clinton/Gore 
money. 

So, for example, we would refute — we couldn’t advertise in the Philadelphia media 
market during the New Jersey primary, the Pennsylvania primary, and the Dela- 
ware primary. Even though the Delaware was just a minute little portion of the 
Philadelphia media market, we couldn’t be on in the entire media market for the 
28 days before the Delaware primary, because of Joe Sandler and Lynn Utrecht’s 
rules. 

The Republicans, on the other hand, ran their issue advocacy advertisements on 
cable throughout this entire process and in Washington, D.C., throughout the whole 
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country, regardless of when the primaries were taking place, and in the D.C. media 
market, even though it was run on occasions that were proximate to the Maryland, 
D.C., and Virginia primary dates. 

Mr. Cummings. Help me with something. I’m just curious. What — you keep refer- 
ring to Joe Sandler, and I think he was the general counsel for the DNC. Is that 
right? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. When you began your work with President Clinton, were there 
discussions with regard to what your relationship would be with regard to Joe Sand- 
ler as far as advice? I mean, were there guidelines set out from the very beginning? 
because it sounds like Joe Sandler was very much involved in what was going on 
here, and I was just wondering, how did that relationship start with regard to you? 

The Witness. When the advertising — when the decision was made by the Presi- 
dent to engage in issue advocacy advertising through the Democratic National Com- 
mittee, Sandler and Utrecht were appointed as a — by the President and Ickes to be 
a group — to be the arbiters of that campaign and to set the rules, the legal rules. 

And then I suggested that rather than make that an ex-post-facto review of the 
script or of the spot — not ex post facto, but a last-minute review before it went on 
the air, which would inevitably cause major revisions and delays, that we actually 
take the unprecedented step, from my political career, of actually having the DNC 
lawyer, Sandler, sit in meetings so that he was present at every instant while the 
ads were being developed and, rather than just give this commentary at the end, 
would comment literally as we had the visual on a freeze frame, and he would say, 
you are leaving that on for 4 seconds, you can only put it on for 2 seconds, or that 
ad says President Clinton, it’s got to say President Clinton’s plan, or that picture 
is Bob Dole’s picture and Bob Dole has retired from the Senate and you can no 
longer use Bob Dole’s picture in your ads, because he is not a Senator anymore, and 
therefore you cannot be engaging in legislative advocacy by using his picture. 

Those are all specific examples of the kind of ruling that Sandler insisted upon 
while we were actually creating these advertisements. 

Mr. Cummings. So the kind of meeting that you just spoke about, would that be 
considered a creative meeting? Is that what they are called? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. And you said — I think you used the word “unprecedented” for you. 

The Witness. Yes. I had never had a lawyer in the room when I’m writing ads. 
It was a unique experience. 

Mr. Cummings. And why did you have a lawyer in the room here? I mean, why 
were you 

The Witness. Because we were instructed by the President to follow the specific 
advice of the attorney in the DNC advertising so that we did not engage in any ad- 
vertising that was over the lines drawn by the Federal Elections Commission. 

Mr. Cummings. So I take it that Sandler and 

The Witness. Utrecht. 

Mr. Cummings. Newtrecht. 

The Witness. Utrecht — U. 

Mr. Cummings. Were engaged in all of these creative meetings. 

The Witness. No. Only Sandler was, but Utrecht, in addition to Sandler, cleared 
all scripts and all visuals before the advertisements were permitted to run. 

Mr. Cummings. And I take it that you, a few questions ago — answers ago, you 
talked about the detail of looking at each advertisement as it was developed. Was 
that the process that was — was that the pretty much consistent process, for Mr. 
Sandler to look at every single aspect of the ad? 

The Witness. Yes. It was not pretty much consistent, it was completely con- 
sistent. Not a single DNC ad was ever run where Sandler was not intimately in- 
volved from the very beginning in the formulation of the ad, except for the first ad 
that was run in August, which was before there had been that kind of input. But 
Sandler and Utrecht approved that ad before it went on. 

Mr. Cummings. Now, did there ever come a time when you disregarded Mr. 
Sandler’s advice? 

The Witness. No. 

Mr. Cummings. Why not? 

The Witness. Because I wasn’t allowed to. My instructions were that I had to 
obey every ruling of Sandler and Utrecht, and I did, down to the last detail. 

Mr. Cummings. I just want to go back to just one thing for a second. We talked 
about the Republican ad, the one that you were kind of concerned about. 

The Witness. The Dole ad, yes. 

Mr. Cummings. Do you believe, based upon — I mean, apparently you had some 
concerns, and I take it that you don’t believe that they met the letter of the law. 



1083 


The Witness. I can’t comment on that, Congressman, because I’m not an attor- 
ney. They certainly went far over the line that was drawn for us by the counsel to 
the Democratic National Committee. I don’t know if his opinion was accurate, but 
if he were their counsel, he wouldn’t have let them do any of the things that they 
did. 

Mr. Cummings. When you — let me talk about Joe Sandler a bit, just ask you a 
few questions. 

You gave us examples of things where Sandler said, look, you have got to stay 
within a certain situation, and I think you referred to the State races and the media 
markets and whatever. 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. Were there other examples of what — of when Mr. Sandler said, 
look, you got to stay in this box? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. Can you give us some examples of those instances? 

The Witness. Before he would let us do an advertisement on a subject for issue 
advocacy, we had to establish that the subject was a current subject of political con- 
troversy in the U.S. Congress, not simply that a bill had been introduced but that 
it was actually before the Congress in an active and aggressive way. 

So, for example, after the welfare reform legislation was passed and signed by the 
President, we could not run ads on issue advocacy relating to welfare reform, be- 
cause it was no longer a question before the Congress; it had been passed. Even 
though the President continued to want changes in that legislation modif 3 dng the 
cuts, we were not permitted to address that in the advertising. We were only per- 
mitted to address topics that were front stage before the Congress. 

Another example was that we were required in our attack, whenever we pre- 
sented Dole’s picture, to present Gingrich’s as well, and whenever we mentioned the 
name “Dole,” we had to also mention the name “Gingrich,” to emphasize that we 
were mentioning the name “Dole” not in the context of his Presidential candidacy 
but in the context of his position as majority leader in the Senate. 

As another example, Sandler and Utrecht, when it looked as if Lamar Alexander 
might be the Republican candidate, they told me at that point that we could not 
mention Lamar Alexander’s name in our issue advocacy ads because he was not a 
Member of Congress and had not been a Member of Congress and was not — didn’t 
have — and even though he had positions on the issues before Congress, he was not 
a participant, and therefore we could not mention his name. 

At one point, I was terribly concerned that if he were the nominee, he would be 
able to use issue advocacy ads to attack Clinton because we were President but we 
could not use issue ads to attack him because he wasn’t in Congress. 

Those are all examples. I could literally give you 50 more. 

Mr. Cummings. Well, what about as to the Dole ad — and I know you’re not a law- 
yer, but based upon your knowledge of what you — the ground rules that you were 
working under, can you give us examples of the things that concerned you there? 

The Witness. First, that they — well, all I can tell you is examples of what they 
did that Sandler wasn’t letting us do. 

Mr. Cummings. I understand. 

Mr. Ballen. You mean the RNC, sir? 

The Witness. The RNC. First, the RNC advertised in States immediately prior 
to their primaries; we did not; the DNC did not. 

Secondly, the RNC permitted biographic ads to be run that had no issue advocacy 
by the RNC; the DNC was not permitted to do that. 

Thirdly, the RNC ran an advertisement that showed Bill Clinton saying, “We can 
balance the budget in 7 years,” and then there were films clips of him giving dif- 
ferent time deadlines: We can balance it in 10 years, 7 to 10 years, 8 years. And 
there were film clips of Clinton contradicting himself on when the budget would be 
balanced. It did not indicate the Republican position on the issue; it did not discuss 
the President’s position on the issue; it was a negative ad out of the blue. 

We would never have been permitted to run that ad. We would have had to state 
what our position was and what the conflict was. 

So there were, long after — long after the welfare bill had been passed, the Repub- 
licans were running ads attacking Clinton on welfare reform with DNC — with RNC 
funds paying for it, and we were not permitted to reply to it effectively because we 
could not address that with a DNC ad, we had to use Clinton/Gore ads to deal with 
welfare reform, because it was no longer in play before the Congress. 

I would go to Sandler and I would say, “They are running an ad attacking us on 
welfare reform with an RNC label. Why can’t we reply to that ad with a DNC 
label?” And he would say, ‘You can’t.” 
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I actually had occasion to — at some point, to speak to the President and say we 
were being unilaterally disarmed by Utrecht and Sandler and being required to be 
held to a standard that the Republicans were nowhere near approaching. I said, 
“Mr. President, we are being outgunned 3-to-l here in quantity and we are fighting 
with one hand tied behind our back because of the” — “our inability to do what they 
are doing, what the Republicans are doing.” He said to me, “I don’t care. Follow 
their instructions.” 

Mr. Cummings. I’m just curious, did you ever go to Sandler and Utrecht and say 
look, guys, basically what you just said? Did you ever say, look, you got — I mean, 
our hands are tied behind our backs? 

The Witness. Constantly. I recall one meeting with Utrecht where we had one 
of these legal meetings where we literally screamed at each other. I shouted at her. 
I said, “You are deliberately trying to sabotage this advertising campaign because 
you are a pawn in a tool of Harold Ickes” — Ickes was there — “and you are using this 
legal fiction that you are developing as a tool of emasculating our advertising cam- 
paign because Ickes opposes it and you are following his orders.” 

And she screamed back at me that that was outrageous accusations, Ickes was 
furious, and everybody’s tempers cooled after a little while, but it was tremendous 
friction of my resentment against what I considered to be their unreasonable impo- 
sition of rules that the other side wasn’t following. 

I was perfectly willing to follow their rules, but only if the other side did, and 
when the other side broke them, I didn’t see any reason that we should be subject 
to them. But we were, and we continued to be, and I didn’t like it one bit, but I 
had to follow it. 

Mr. Cummings. I take it that you had — you just used a term that I hadn’t heard 
before in your testimony. You used the term “legal meeting.” 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. Is that what you said? So I take it you had the creative meetings, 
which was creating the ads, and then there were legal meetings. 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. What are legal meetings? 

The Witness. I testified on that earlier. 

Mr. Cummings. Oh, I’m sorry. 

The Witness. It’s okay. The legal meetings included Ickes; Sandler; Utrecht; 
Cheryl Mills; sometimes Jack Quinn; sometimes Ron Klain; myself; Tom Freedman, 
my chief of staff; Mark Penn, our pollster; and Bill Knapp, our media creator; and 
also the gentleman who was our time buyer-, — I forgot — Jamie Sperling I think was 
his name, our time buyer who worked for Squier, and we had six or seven of those 
over the course of the campaign. 

Every time the campaign entered a new phase, the primaries were here, or Dole 
was the nominee, or the budget, you know, different phases as the campaign pro- 
gressed, when the circumstances changed, we would have a meeting to outline the 
ground rules of the new situation. 

Mr. Cummings. Going back for a moment, I guess you felt kind of pressured with 
the President over this whole issue of counsel restricting you and 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. That really bothered you, huh? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. And the President’s — it was basically almost, from what you said, 
when you told the President, look, our hands are tied behind our backs, I take it 
that there was very little discussion, except you got to follow the law? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. So did you get the impression from your discussions with the 
President when you complained that he had full confidence in these two counsel? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Cummings. I don’t have anything more. Thank you very much. 

The Witness. Thank you very much. Good to meet you. Congressman. 

Mr. Cummings. My pleasure. 

The Witness. Hey, off the record. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Were you familiar with many of the various campaign accounts that 
were being used to pay for ads by the RNC? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Were there any written legal opinions regarding the rules of issue advo- 
cacy ads that you discussed? 
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Answer. Yes. 

Question. And would those be some of the documents that I think we previously 
discussed would be at your office? 

Answer. Yes. There are other places they would be. Lynn Utrecht would have 
them, Joe Sandler would have them, and most likely Bill Knapp of Squier, Knapp, 
Ochs would have them. 

Question. Were there discussions over the use of coordinated accounts? 

Answer. No. There were — with one exception, which I will get to in a minute, we 
were — I was never involved, nor were — to my knowledge, were any member of our 
media team, ever involved with the formulation of any coordinated expenditure — 
any independent expenditure. 

That’s what you mean, right? Not coordinated, but independent expenditure by 
the AFL, or any other — Sierra Club or any other group. 

Am I responding to your question? You said “coordinated.” It just dawned on me. 

Question. The coordinated accounts. 

Answer. I don’t understand the question. 

Question. Talking about the coordinated accounts run by the States and the soft 
money that 

Answer. Oh, yes, I did know about that. There was — we were informed at some 
point in September or October, I believe, of ’95, I believe by Ickes, that when a State 
party ran an ad, under its disclaimer as opposed to the Democratic National Com- 
mittee, the ratios of hard and soft money were less — were less onerous, and I was 
informed at that time that we had no problem having enough soft money, but the 
hard money which was Federal money was a problem, and that if the ad were run 
by the State party, you had to have less hard money in it. 

Therefore, we were requested to prepare separate ads for each State party. The 
media people would then prepare an ad sponsored by each State party. There would 
be a separate disclaimer line for each State party, and the ads would be identical 
except for a different disclaimer, and therefore the buy was technically 30 or 20 sep- 
arate buys, one for each State. I was aware of that. 

Question. These were generally the same ads? 

Answer. They were always the same ads. 

Ms. Comstock. Okay. I’m showing the witness DNC document 310398 through 
701. I may have given somebody my copy, I’m sorry. Can I check these again? I’m 
sorry. 

[Brief pause for document examination.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. The front page of this is a handwritten note, apparently Don Fowler of 
October 12th, ’95, and it’s attached to an information sheet in the memo to Bill, Bill 
somebody. It says, “Thank you for returning my call today. Attached is an info sheet 
about our efforts to raise money to fund 10 million of paid TV ads over an 8-week 
period during October and November. This effort is at the specific direction of the 
President.” 

Was that your understanding of this media buy in October of ’95? Was it at the 
specific direction of the President? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And it continues, “We would like for you to give some more, if you can, 
but more important, get some others to help. We really need another $250,000. 
Thanks, best wishes, Don.” 

Then it is attached to a memo that is to Chairman Don Fowler from Squier, 
Knapp, Ochs Communications, and that memo is dated October 5th, 1995. 

Were these the kind of State buys that you’re referring to that you were dis- 
cussing just a moment ago? 

Answer. Yes. 

Mr. Ballen. Could you ask the witness if he has ever seen this document before? 

The Witness. Are you asking me? No, I have never seen this document before. 

Ms. Comstock. I am asking if this is the type of media buy that you were talking 
about. 

The Witness. Yes. 


examination by MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Okay. And the States outlined here the States for an early October 
media buy, October 3rd through October 12th, ’95; is that correct? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. I think earlier when we discussed some of the States, you had men- 
tioned Vermont and Rhode Island as being among the States that were selected. Di- 
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recting your attention to DNC 3103700, at the bottom, it talks about — under New 
York, it has “Burlington-Plattsburgh market.” Was that the Vermont reference 

Answer. Oh, Burlington. Yes, of course, Burlington, Vermont. Right, that is cor- 
rect. 

Question. To your knowledge, does that market also expand into New York State? 

Answer. Yeah, but very limited. They really should have listed Vermont; it gets 
virtually all of Vermont. 

Question. And then on Rhode Island, does that market, the Providence market, 
extend at all into the Connecticut area? 

Answer. A small amount. This document illustrates the point that I was trying 
to make, that these buys were primarily targeted at Republican and conservative 
Democratic Senators or Congressmen. 

The Arkansas buy was not targeted at individual Senators, but there was a Re- 
publican Congressman from Little Rock who we were targeting. 

In California, I don’t recall the Congress people from these markets, but I think 
that’s how we arrived at these markets. 

In Colorado, we were targeting Nighthorse Campbell to hold him as a conserv- 
ative Democrat, and we had high hopes of breaking off Hank Brown. 

Again, I’m afraid I don’t recall the names of the Congressmen, but I do know the 
Senate strategy. 

Question. Was Colorado also a swing State in ’96 that you were focusing on for 
the President? 

Answer. It is, but it is not the reason — well, yes, it is, and that is part of the rea- 
son it is included here, not because it was a swing State we were focusing on for 
the President, but because when we are trying to move national poll numbers, the 
best place to move them is in swing States. 

when you have a State that is determinancy Republican or determinancy Demo- 
crat, you are going to have less movement on national polling numbers on the budg- 
et packages if you go into those States than if you go into swing States. But most 
of this buy was particularly animated by a desire to move Congressmen. 

We were in Iowa because the Republican primary was in Iowa, and we felt that 
if we could make Iowa hate the Medicare cuts. Dole would find it difficult to push 
those cuts, because he had to win the Iowa primary. 

In Illinois, these markets correspond to Congress people who we were attempting 
to target. If we were attempting to do Illinois, we would push Chicago as a swing 
State, but we were trying to hit Congressmen. 

Kentucky, we were trying to hold Ford and we were tr 3 dng to get at McConnell. 

Louisiana, we wanted to make sure that Bennett Johnson was not tempted to vote 
for an override and that Breaux was not tempted. 

In Maine, which, goodness knows, is not an important State in a Presidential con- 
test, we were going after Ol 3 Tnpia Snowe, and I forget who the other Republican 
Senator was from Maine at that point. 

Question. Senator Cohen? 

Answer. Senator Cohen, of course, the two liberal Republicans we had a pretty 
good shot at. 

Michigan, that was much more to hold the Democrats. 

Minnesota, we were targeting both for congressional reasons and for Senate rea- 
sons. 

Missouri, I know we had an extensive discussion about the chances of moving 
Ashcroft to support the budget — the President’s budget. 

In New York, these are tiny New York markets, and the goal was to make it hard 
for D’Amato, whose political base is upstate New York, to support the budget and 
to move over people like McHugh and Houghton and other moderate Republicans. 

In Ohio, we were attempting both to make sure that we could hold Glenn’s sup- 
port on this issue and to give us a realistic shot at DeWine. 

In Oregon, that was exclusively dominated by our efforts to get Packwood and 
Hatfield to support the President from the Republican position. 

In Pennsylvania, these individual local markets were largely dictated by congres- 
sional considerations and the fact that we had a very good shot, we thought, of mak- 
ing this vote one that Specter would have difficulty casting. 

Rhode Island is completely a Democratic State, it is never in play in a Presi- 
dential race, and we did this exclusively to influence Chafee. 

In Tennessee, we were trying hard to influence Thompson and to affect some of 
the congressional people. 

Washington, I don’t recall the targeting thinking there. And Wisconsin, again, I 
don’t recall it specifically. 

But the point is that these buys, these little picayune markets, each place which 
were aware of the advocacy issue ads ran in 1995 were largely dictated by my stra- 
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tegic view that I would frequently articulate at strategy meetings, and I remember 
I did so rather colorfully. I said, our goal is to split the Republican majority into 
small hunter-gatherer groups that we can pick off one at a time. And that phrase 
sort of stuck with them. And I was predicting the dismemberment of the Republican 
majority into hunter-gatherer groups with some optimism in September and Octo- 
ber. Unfortunately, I underestimated the proclivity of the Republican Party for sui- 
cide. 

Ms. Comstock. Okay, I will make this document Deposition Exhibit Number 2. 

[Morris Deposition Exhibit No. 2 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Could you describe what you know about how financially these media 
buys were paid for by the States and how that money was sent back to Squier, 
Knapp or Penn & Schoen? 

Answer. I only know it secondhand. Bill Knapp was in charge of that, and he 
would receive money from the State parties, and that would fund the time buy. 

The only reason I know that is that, after we had run this for a while, there were 
a number of State parties that were slower than others in paying, and I — he ac- 
quainted me — Knapp acquainted me with that, and I mentioned it to Sosnik, and 
he followed it up, and that was the last I had heard of it. 

I don’t know the mechanical process by which the money was given. 

Question. I want to show you CGR 010924, a document the committee received 
from Mr. Ickes dated June 26th, 1996, a memo to Chairman Dodd, Chairman 
Fowler, B.J. Thornberry, and Brad Marshall, cc to Doug Sosnik, Karen Hancox, and 
Jennifer O’Connor, from Harold Ickes, and it is regarding bills for Squier, Knapp 
and Penn & Schoen. 

Have you seen this document before? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you recognize any of the handwriting on the document? 

Answer. No. 

Question. You’re not familiar with Mr. Ickes’ handwriting generally? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. This document reads, “Until further notice, I request that you 
hold payments on all bills of any kind, other than for time buys owed to Squier, 
Knapp and to Penn & Schoen until they have clarified a number of questions and 
provided adequate documentation regarding bills they have submitted.” 

Do you recall any discussions about that? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Could you describe those? 

Answer. Yeah. 'This was during a period of fairly acrimonious negotiations and 
discussions between the consultant group and Ickes over the issue of the media com- 
missions that we would be permitted to retain as compensation, and I suspected at 
the time that Ickes was deliberately using the facade that this document speaks of, 
that there was inadequate documentation as a method of slowing or stopping pay- 
ments for polling and production costs to these two companies, Penn & Schoen and 
Squier, Knapp, Ochs, as a way of pressuring them to come to a quick agreement 
on his terms over the commissions that they would be permitted to retain. 

I harbored these dark suspicions during this period and yesterday was shown a 
document which was a memorandum from Ickes to the President in which — at the 
Senate deposition, I was shown this document in which Ickes specifically said, “I 
am holding up further pajnnents to Squier, Knapp, Ochs and Penn & Schoen for 
their polling and their production as a method of bringing pressure on them to get 
them to agree to a contract on our terms.” 

And that was very enlightening for me to see, because it was precisely what I 
thought was happening then, and it turns out that I was correct in that supposition. 

Question. Can you generally tell us what the difference is between what you were 
asking for in terms of money and what Mr. Ickes was trying to bring it down to, 
generally, if you can give us ball park fibres? 

Answer. I don’t recall, because they involved a minutia of discussions, but ulti- 
mately I think the average commission that the consultant group received on the 
entire flight of Clinton/Gore and DNC pre-convention media ended up being about 
7 percent, and I think Ickes wanted it to be more like 5 or 6 percent. 

Question. Initially, had you all asked for something like 15 percent? 

Answer. In the first buy, which was the crime ads, the Clinton/Gore ads, we were 
paid 15 percent because we had been working for a considerable period of time with- 
out any compensation on the media for Squier, Knapp in particular. Then in the — 
then for a long time starting in August, it was pegged at 10 percent. 
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Question. August of ’95? 

Answer. Yes. And then I believe it was at 10 percent for the next 12 or 13 million 
dollars of media, and then after that, it dropped to 6 or 7 percent, and then it 
dropped further. The average was a little over 7 percent, as I understand, over the 
entire process. 

Question. And was part of what Mr. Ickes was trying to do because of pressures 
from DNC fund-raising, to your knowledge? 

Answer. I have no idea. I don’t know. I felt that it was not a good-faith effort on 
his part. I felt that we were talking about a $45 million time buy that was ulti- 
mately spent, $30 million of it from DNC, and a 1 percent difference on half of the 
buy would amount to $1 million. 

I didn’t think that that was his motivation at all. I felt that his motivation was 
to try to raise a thorny issue to interrupt the smooth flow of my relationship with 
the President and to use the disagreements over money as a method of antagonizing 
the President, of making the President antagonistic toward me and toward the con- 
sultant group. He didn’t succeed in that, but I felt that was why he was doing it. 

Question. So you think the amount of difference was somewhere in the hall park 
of $1 million that he may have been 

Answer. Yes. Probably even less, because as time went on, the amount of money — 
for example, this memo was June 26th. We knew that we would stop any adver- 
tising other than — we knew that in the general election we would have a completely 
different commission arrangement. So this pressure would have heen designed for 
a 2-month period, and in that 2-month period we probably sent about $6 million. 
So a 1 point difference over $6,000,000 is a $60,000 difference. 

When I suspected that he was pla 3 dng hard hall over $60,000, it was not because 
he genuinely wanted to save the $60,000, it was because he wanted to find an issue 
where he could try to impair my relationship with the President. 

Question. Were you aware at this time, at or around late June, early July of 1996, 
Don Fowler putting a lot of pressure on hoth the fund-raisers at the DNC to raise 
a lot more money? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you have any — have you learned at all about any particular pressure 
that was put on John Huang to raise money in July of ’96? 

Answer. No. 

Ms. Comstock. I would like to make this document Deposition Exhibit Number 
3. 

[Morris Deposition Exhibit No. 3 was marked for identification.] 

The Witness. By the way, it is 12:53. Maybe at 1 o’clock we could break for 

Ms. Comstock. I know you do want to get out at 4:00, so if we could go until 
about 1:30, and then we can see where we are at. 

The Witness. 1:00, if you would. 

Ms. Comstock. Okay. 

The Witness. I have a phone call that I scheduled at 1 o’clock. 

Ms. Comstock. Okay. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. I’m just showing you for reference purposes, because I’m talking about 
a document and these are Mr. Sandler’s handwritten notes, I have no reason to be- 
lieve you have seen these or you don’t know anything about them, so we can say 
that at the outset. 

But in here, this is DNC 3096675 through 81. It’s talking about FEC reports and 
State committees and how the money is spent at the State level. We were just talk- 
ing a little bit about how the States were doing media buys and then the bills were 
being — they would send the payments back to Penn & Schoen. 

I was wondering if you ever recall hearing any discussion about that the FEC 
doesn’t usually audit State committees in any way? 

Answer. No, nothing. 

Question. Directing your attention to the — I mean, there are some handwritten 
notes here. 

Answer. Yes, I read that. As you can tell, I have been reading through the docu- 
ment, and I see nothing here that I’m familiar with. 

Question. So in terms of any of your discussions with Mr. Sandler, these — I will 
let you look through the document here initially and maybe just ask you if you gen- 
erally recall some of the topics that are referenced here, if any conversations you 
had with Mr. Sandler, if these topics may have come up. 

Answer. No. 
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Question. So I will just allow you to — I think one of the issues is, the FEC doesn’t 
audit State committees. 

Another issue 

Mr. Ballen. I want to state for the record, since the witness doesn’t know any- 
thing about this document, hasn’t seen it, I don’t want any inferences drawn as to 
the meaning of the document or what Mr. Sandler intended or 

Ms. Comstock. I think that is clear from the record. I am just using this as a 
point of reference to see if any of these topics may refresh his recollection as to any 
topics that Mr. Sandler may have raised with you. 

The Witness. No, in answer to FEC audit, and nothing that I can see in the docu- 
ment. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you recall any — in regards to the State parties, do you recall there 
ever being any effort to have some type of State party coordinating body that would 
filter out everything and that there would be some counsel that would work with 
the State parties at any time? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Okay. Were you aware of Mr. Ickes having meetings with Mr. Sandler 
separately to discuss these State party issues and how they would get the money 
out to the State parties and back to Penn & Schoen and Squier, Knapp? 

Answer. Squier, Knapp, but no. 

Ms. Comstock. Okay. I will go ahead and make that Deposition Exhibit Number 
4. 

[Morris Deposition Exhibit No. 4 was marked for identification.] 

Ms. Comstock. I guess we are at a breaking point. 

The Witness. Okay. So 1:30? 

Ms. Comstock. Do you want to do 1:30? 

The Witness. Good. Okay. 

[Whereupon, at 1:00 p.m., the deposition was recessed, to reconvene at 1:30 p.m.] 
EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. We can get back on the record. I am going to pick up on something we 
were on before the break, before Mr. Cummings came in. We had been discussing 
a Washington Post article that had appeared, July 18, 1997, about Harold Ickes, 
and we had been discussing the comment you made about if Harold really unloaded, 
there would be a whole lot more going on now. 

I think you pretty much completed going through that, but I was wondering if 
you had any particular knowledge about any information Mr. Ickes had about any 
investigation into the President or the First Lady? 

Answer. None. 

Mr. Ballen. It has been asked and answered. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. In the past you had been reported by, I believe it is Republican 
operatives or whatever, saying you thought the President might be indicted. Did you 
ever say that to anyone in public? 

Answer. The allegation was I said that to Governor Weld. That is the allegation 
that appeared in print. 

Governor Weld and I have both denied it on the record. Governor Weld’s denial 
appeared in the Boston Herald a few days later. I do not recall making such a state- 
ment to anybody. 

I think I did during the course of my work with Republicans in ’93 and ’91 and 
’93 and ’94 indicate that I thought that Clinton would be perpetually grilled for 
scandal-type investigations because I knew all of the controversies that surrounded 
him and I was aware of those before the world at large was just simply because 
I was with him in Arkansas and I knew what was publicly reported then. 

But this was never derived from any inside knowledge or inside information about 
any of these scandals. It was just that I read the press on Clinton a lot before any- 
one else did, because I was working for him for 20 years. 

Question. Do you know an 3 dhing — do you know a group called the Back to Busi- 
ness Committee? 

Answer. I don’t think so. 

Question. And Louis and Lynn Cutler were affiliated with? 

Answer. I have heard about that, yes. 

Question. Do you know if Penn & Schoen or Squier Knapp ever did any work for 
the Back to Business Committee? 
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Answer. No, I don’t. I would be surprised if they did because they never told me 
they did, but I don’t. 

Question. Did you ever do any work for the Back to Business Committee? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge about any of the polling that you did being 
shared with the Back to Business Committee at any time? 

Answer. No. Could you clarify for me the time frame of when they operated? 

Question. I believe it was somewhere around 1994 to — I am not quite sure when 
they disbanded. 

Answer. Well, my polling really was only there in ’95. 

Question. They definitely were in existence in ’95. 

Answer. Were? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. Yes, I have no knowledge of it being shared with them. The reason I say 
that is, and Lewis had access to all of our polling data after September or October 
of ’95 when she joined the White House staff. 

Question. She would have had access to the polling, but you have no knowledge 
of anything related to Back to Business? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Aside from the fact that Ms. Lewis is associated with Back to Business? 

Answer. Yes. 

Mr. Ballen. For the record, it is clear the witness stated she had access to the 
polling after she joined the White House in September or October. 

The Witness. Yes, but not before. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. And did you conduct polls regarding Whitewater or Filegate or other 
matters that arose, investigations 

Answer. Yes. 

Question [continuing]. During your polling? And do you recall who paid for those 
polls? 

Mr. Ballen. I am going to object. We are now into discussing the actual kinds 
of questions that were on the polls? 

Ms. Comstock. I am asking about who paid for the polling. 

Mr. Ballen. He already testified as to his knowledge of the payment of the poll- 
ing. 

The Witness. I can short-circuit the debate by saying as I mentioned each ques- 
tion was allocated to one or the other, and I have no knowledge of how those par- 
ticular questions were allocated. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. So you don’t, for example, if a Filegate question, Craig Livingstone 
would be a DNC question or a President Clinton — Clinton/Gore question? 

Answer. That is correct. 

Question. I believe you have made statements, public and reported, regarding 
Harold Ickes and his temper. I believe you said he exercised a reign of terror at 
the White House. Is that an accurate portrayal? 

Answer. It is accurate that I said it and it is an accurate portrayal. 

Question. Could you just briefly describe why, the kind of things that led you to 
say something like that? 

Answer. When I got to the Clinton operation in 1994 and early ’95, and I began 
to interact with the staff, with the White House staff, everybody on the staff was 
terrified of venturing forth with any ideas that would be moderate or centrist in na- 
ture, because they were certain that they would be fired, in particular Don Baer, 
who was the first White House staffer that I dealt with concerned about it. 

I remember being shocked about it, because the way I met Baer was that the 
President called Baer and had him up to the White House with me, and he said, 
I would like you two to meet each other, and he turned to Don and said, I would 
like you to work as closely as you possibly can to Dick and listen to what he says 
and work very closely with him. And I said great, and we left and went to Squier’s 
office to work together on our first speech. And he said, “you mustn’t tell any one 
that I am doing this.” I said, what could you mean? He said, nobody should know 
that I am working with you. I said, the President just told you to work with me. 
And he said, no, no, if Ickes finds out, I am dead meat, I am out of here. No way — 
I said, you are following the President’s directive, Don. And he said, yes, but tell 
that to Ickes. 
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That was repeated, that kind of thing was repeated a dozen times, that people 
were — that people were terrified of advancing any political idea, other than left wing 
Democratic Party liberal approved thinking. There was, as I said, a reign of terror 
going on, and many White House staffers who were closet moderates greeted my 
emergence with some power in the White House with a great sigh of relief, because 
they could finally come out of the closet and share their real opinions with people. 

In fact, many of the moderates had resigned by the time I got there, Galston 
among them, in despair at their ability to have any influence in moderating the left 
wing drift of the White House. 

Question. Were you ever concerned that given — and did Harold use his temper, 
I think you described previously the situation where the door had to be fixed and 
that kind of situation. Were you ever concerned that his behavior and the way he 
treated staff might cause people to do things that they — in response to him that 
maybe they shouldn’t or would get the President in trouble because they were tr3dng 
to respond to Harold, that they wouldn’t be using judgment? 

Mr. Ballen. I am going to object to this entire line of questioning. We are now 
in an investigation that is supposed to be about campaign fund-raising. We are get- 
ting into Mr. Morris’ insights, which are quite interesting, into an area that has ab- 
solutely nothing to do with tbe subject matter of this investigation, Mr. Ickes’ tem- 
per, his temperament, how he conducted himself, whether a door was rattled or not. 

Ms. Comstock. I am asking about the climate created by the central person 
which this person has testified is in charge of the budget of the DNC, and I would 
like to discuss the climate he was creating. 

Mr. Ballen. That is not what he testified to. He didn’t say he was in charge of 
the budget. There is no relationship of these kinds of questions to the subject matter 
of this investigation. 

Mr. Lenefsky. You can answer. 

The Witness. I was rather hoping someone would be mad enough at him to shoot 
him, but other than that I didn’t have any serious concern he would turn people 
off the President, no. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Were you concerned that actions taken by anybody would not be con- 
sistent with the law or doing things the right way, because if Harold told you to 
jump, you were going to jump, regardless. Did you ever have any concerns like that? 

Answer. It makes sense now, but I sure didn’t think of it then. 

Question. You hail from New York as well as Mr. Ickes does. Are you familiar 
with his — do you have any personal knowledge about any legal problems in his 
background? 

Mr. Ballen. Objection. 

The Witness. No. 

Mr. Ballen. Objection. Relevancy. Mr. Ickes’ personal legal problems are not a 
subject matter of this investigation. 

The Witness. Off the record. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Have you talked recently with the President about Harold Ickes and 
these documents that were turned over to Congress? 

Answer. I don’t understand the question. 

Question. Have you talked with the President about Harold Ickes’ documents that 
were turned over to the Congress? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Have you talked with the President about Harold Ickes since January 
20th of this year? 

Mr. Ballen. Objection, relevancy. 

Mr. Lenefsky. I have no problems with that. 

The Witness. No. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. How often do you currently speak with the President? 
Mr. Lenefsky. How often 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you currently talk to the President? 

Mr. Lenefsky. You can answer, if you recall. 
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The Witness. I would rather not answer it. 

Mr. Ballen. I object as to the relevancy. 

The Witness. I would rather not answer that question. 

Mr. Lenefsky. You don’t have to explain. 

Ms. Comstock. Are you instructing your client not to answer? 

Mr. Lenefsky. Yes. 

The Witness. If you want to ask me about specific topics that I may or may not 
have spoken to the President about, feel free to do that, and I will answer, but I 
don’t want to answer an open-ended question of how often we speak or an open- 
ended question about what we talk about. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. I understand that. 

The second one, I am not going to be going into it, the whole array of what you 
may talk about. I would like to just get a general idea how often 

Answer. I would rather not answer that question. 

Mr. Lenefsky. I object. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Have you talked with the President about anything relating to the gen- 
eral matters that are under investigation by this or the Senate committee? 

Mr. Lenefsky. By this committee? 

Ms. Comstock. This, the Justice Department, the Senate. The general fund-rais- 
ing matters, the matters re the John Huang, John Trie, Harold Ickes’ documents. 

The Witness. Yes, I have. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Can you describe what those conversations were and when they oc- 
curred? 

Mr. Lenefsky. Do you want to talk outside? 

The Witness. Yes. 

[Discussion off the record, 1:50 p.m. to 1:53 p.m.] 

Mr. Ballen. Before you answer or not answer, let me just raise something. White 
House, for your consideration, White House counsel has requested to be at deposi- 
tions of White House employees or people who have worked for the White House 
in order to be able to assert any claims of executive privilege 

Ms. Comstock. I don’t believe Mr. Morris testified he ever worked at the White 
House. 

Mr. McLaughlin. The opinion of the D.C. Circuit judge extends the privilege to 
lawyers 

Ms. Comstock. To campaign consultants? 

Mr. McLaughlin [continuing]. To people working for the President giving advice. 

Mr. Lenefsky. I have reviewed Mr. Morris’ response to the question. I have no 
objections whatsoever to Mr. Morris responding. I don’t think the President would 
have any objections. I don’t think the Senate Majority would have any objections. 
I don’t think they are objectionable anyhow. 

The Witness. So I choose to respond. I have had — I cannot recall when, but these 
conversations took place subsequent to the 1996 election. In one conversation I ad- 
vised the President that I felt the way to defeat the partisan attempt of the Repub- 
lican investigating committees is to outflank the Republicans by stronger advocacy 
of campaign finance reform. 

I remember telling the President that the Republicans don’t really want campaign 
finance reform, they just want to narrow the focus to scandal, and if possible only 
the Democratic scandals, and that the public doesn’t particularly care about the 
scandal, they care about finance reform. And by pla 3 dng what I called jujitsu, which 
is harnessing the enemy’s strength against him, he can take the impetus of your 
investigations and turn it against the Republican Party by taking advantage of the 
elevation of the germaneness of the issue of campaign funding reform and becoming 
a better advocate of it than the Republicans are. I went through that. That is essen- 
tially what I said to him. 

The second 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Somewhat like what appeared on the front page of the Washington Post 
this morning? 

Mr. Lenefsky. That is the article I told you about. 
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The Witness. I didn’t see it. I had nothing to do with that story. 

And then the second time that we discussed it 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. What was the President’s response? 

Answer. He just listened. Generally when I speak to the President and give him 
advice, sometimes he will question it or he will comment about it, but most of the 
time he will just listen and he will just say okay, what else. 

And then the second thing was that at least one and perhaps two or three junc- 
tures since the election I have told the President that it is my opinion that he 
should continue to oppose the appointment of a special prosecutor; that sooner or 
later the Justice Department will actually begin to produce indictments, and once 
they do, everybody will accept their investigation as being intensive, intrusive, and 
legitimate. 

I also said that I felt that in opposing the campaign — the appointment of a special 
prosecutor, he should stress Senator Helms’ involvement in that process through the 
judge, whatever his name is, and that in focusing on — the way I urged him to frame 
the issue was, who do you want to name the prosecutor, Janet Reno or Jesse Helms, 
and we would come out ahead in that comparison. And I said I felt that the special 
prosecutor’s position had so diminished in public prestige that he should not feel 
under compulsion to urge that appointment. 

He then replied to me that he felt that he agreed with me, that he felt that there 
was “nothing there,” and that the investigation — that sooner or later people would 
get that the investigation was a very aggressive one. 

I then cracked a joke to him where I said, Mr. President, there were times during 
the first term when I had the impression you would have welcomed a special pros- 
ecutor assuming some of the jurisdiction that Ms. Reno assumed. You would have 
probably gotten a better break from them. 

And he didn’t laugh. 

Question. I believe you had been quoted as making some comments about why 
Janet Reno didn’t appoint a special prosecutor and about meetings she had with the 
President. 

Mr. Lenefsky. Do you remember any quote? 

The Witness. Yes. I was quoted in the National Review on it. 

Yes, I can’t recall what I said or didn’t say at that juncture, but let me answer 
your question. I believe that subsequent to Election Day, the President had a meet- 
ing with Janet Reno, which was unusual because they had been on very icy terms 
during the last 2 years of his first term, and to my knowledge there was a time 
when they were really basically not speaking to each other. I mean, they just didn’t 
talk. It was done through intermediaries. 

They had a meeting and it was my impression that — actually the President told 
me that the air — that that had cleared the air and he felt much better about Reno, 
and that he felt that she — that he wanted her to stay. I said that I felt that their 
relationship had improved since Election Day. 

I specifically at the same time said I did not feel — that I had no information and 
I would doubt very much that any specific issue about a special prosecutor was dis- 
cussed between the two of them. 1 don’t think the President would discuss that, and 
I don’t think Reno would permit him to discuss that. But I do think the relationship 
warmed considerably, and I was surprised at that. 

I think that what happened was during the period when Reno was being consid- 
ered, was looking at reappointment, I think that she — I think that she began to re- 
flect on the President’s merits and he began to reflect on her merits, and I think 
there was a more of a bond developed. 

That is what I said and what I know. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. You said they previously had spoken through intermediaries. Did you 
have any knowledge as to who those intermediaries were? 

Answer. Yes, only insofar as we are talking about crime issues, public policy 
issues. And in that interface, it was usually through Rahm Emanuel 

Question. But in terms of these investigations, you don’t know of any inter- 
mediaries speaking with the President on Ms. Reno’s behalf? 

Answer. No. Correct. You have to understand that I kept as far away, not just 
from fund-raising, but from the whole issue of Whitewater and scandals, as I pos- 
sibly could in the White House. I used to tell people my job is to man the pump 
and engines, not to repair the hole in the bottom of the boat. 
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Question. Earlier you appeared on Fox News where you had discussed polling. 
You said your polling shows that this fund-raising scandal doesn’t make any dif- 
ference about how people feel about the President. 

Are you conducting polling for the President or for the DNC on any of these mat- 
ters? 

Answer. No. 

Question. What type of polling was that that you were referring to? 

Answer. Since I left the White House, I have made it a practice on six or seven 
occasions to do polling at my own expense on my own to get data which I then use 
in my public comments on radio, TV, and in print. Shortly after the, in fact, the 
day after the Woodward story broke in the Post about first suggesting that there 
was an organized effort by the Chinese government to influence American politics 
and to funnel money to politicians, including the President, I polled that and I 
asked people if it made a difference to them, if it made them more or less likely 
to support Clinton and all of my usual way of examining that. And I found that the 
majority said it made no difference and that the people that said it made them less 
likely to vote for or support Clinton, were people that were against him before they 
were asked that question. 

So on that basis, I was on the McLaughlin TV program that weekend, and I 
quoted that information, and indeed gave it out over the air. I sent a copy of that 
information to the President, and I have sent copies of all my polls to the President, 
but he has neither authorized the polling nor reviewed the questions nor asked me 
to poll nor paid for it. I just pay for it out of my own pocket. 

Question. And have you discussed these with the President at all? 

Mr. Ballen. I object. I think this is really very far afield, what his discussions 
now are with the President about polling, about 

Ms. Comstock. The issues that are raised in terms of fund-raising matters. 

The Witness. I think I may have called his attention to that particular piece of 
data verbally. 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. I think in this same Fox News Sunday show, March 2nd, 1997, you 
were discussing Vice President Gore’s phone calls. I believe you indicated that you 
did know that the Vice President was making phone calls. 

Do you recall when you became aware that the Vice President was making phone 
calls for the DNC? 

Answer. Well 

Question. For fund-raising? 

Answer. In the show I indicated that I knew that the Vice President was making 
phone calls, but that I did not know from where he was making the calls, because 
the issue at that time was not that he was making the calls, but that he was mak- 
ing them from his office. I said I don’t know where he made them from. 

The way I came into knowledge about it was that at some point, and I can’t be 
very precise about the time, I was talking to either Bob Squier or Ron Klain or Jack 
Quinn, I can’t recall who I was talking to, but those would be the people who would 
have been one of that cast of characters, and one of them mentioned to me that the 
Vice President was working very hard at raising money, making all of these phone 
calls, and he felt the President really wasn’t working as hard as he needed to work 
and wasn’t making phone calls. And he indicated the Vice President had a certain 
amount of resentment, that he was doing his job and the President was not aggres- 
sively working on raising money, on making phone calls. And I replied that the 
President never — that as Governor, Bill Clinton hated making fund-raising calls, 
and it was pulling teeth to get him to do it, and that was a casual conversation and 
that is what I related on Fox News. 

Question. I am showing the witness DNC 3234267, a document, a memo of No- 
vember 20, 1995, to Harold Ickes from Don Fowler, Marvin Rosen, Scott Pastrick, 
and Richard Sullivan, regarding additional DNC fund-raising requests. It references 
18 to 20 phone calls by the President were needed and 10 calls by the Vice Presi- 
dent. This was a proposal apparently submitted by Mr. Fowler, et al. 

Answer. I have read the document. 

Question. Had you seen this document? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Were you aware of efforts, from the conversation you had with Mr. 
Klain, was it, did you 

Mr. Ballen. He said he wasn’t sure who it was with. 

The Witness. It was one of three or four people. 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. From this conversation, was it your understanding that the President 
had been asked and had agreed to do some fund-raising calls? Or hadn’t? But hadn’t 
been living up to that agreement? 

Answer. I don’t know whether he had agreed to make them and had not made 
them, or if he simply had not made them. The purport of the comment that was 
made by Klain or whoever was that he was not making the calls, whether it was 
things he agreed to do or not, I don’t know. This is the first I have heard of this — 
first I have seen of this memo or the first I have known of any of the substance 
it contains. 

Question. You were not aware of any calls or anything like that that were ever 
provided to the President? 

Answer. That is correct. 

Question. In your book you discuss conversations you had with the President 
about how much fund-raising he had to do and how unpleasant this was for him. 
Aside from those conversations that you recounted in your book, did the President 
ever discuss with you in general what he was doing to raise money? 

Answer. Yes. He was constantly complaining about the amount of his time that 
had to be spent on fund-raising and the physical strain that it took on him, but I 
always had the impression that those complaints related to his physical appearance 
at fund-raisers. It was a grueling task. The fund-raisers, I went to six or seven fund- 
raisers, always as a donor pajdng my own way, and I used to use it as an oppor- 
tunity to introduce family members of mine to the President and kind of, you know, 
make up for some of the absences that I was going through. And I would always 
make a point of going after the paying customers, the ones who were really major 
donors who had shaken his hand. 

What would happen, there would be an event, he would come in, and then the 
guy would stand there for 3 or 4 hours, standing, posing for pictures and shaking 
hands with each person as they walked through. 

And I would — at one event — I live in Stanford, Connecticut — I decided I would 
stand just as long as he was standing so I could have some appreciation of what 
he was going through. And I wanted to lean against the wall. I wanted to sit down. 
I was going crazy. And when I came up to him, I said, your feet must be killing 
you. And he said, I hate it. I just hate it. I have to stand here. 

And a lot of times he would complain. He would say, I haven’t slept in 3 days; 
every time I turn around they want me to be at a fund-raiser. At one point I quote 
in the book he said, you want me to issue these executive orders, I cannot think, 
I cannot act, I can’t do anything; every minute of my time is spent at these fund- 
raisers. 

But I didn’t have the impression, do not have the impression, he was complaining 
about phone calls. He was complaining about the number of fund-raising events and 
the physical wear it took on him. 

Ms. Comstock. I am going to go ahead and make this document Deposition Ex- 
hibit Number 5. 

[Morris Deposition Exhibit No. 5 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Were you aware of events at the White House, the White House coffees 
that have been generally referred to now? 

Answer. Not at the time. Only subsequently in reading about them. 

Question. You have no knowledge other than the public accounting that has come 
out in the past few months? 

Answer. That is right. The only connection I had with those kinds of private rais- 
ers, the seven or eight fund-raisers I attended were all large ticket public events, 
$1,000 a head events with hundreds and thousands of people in the room. In fact, 
one of the reasons I went, in addition to the opportunity to introduce members of 
my family to him, was that I would, after I became well-known, I would walk up 
and down the receiving line and just thank everybody for their help and shake 
hands and stuff. 

The only times that I was ever involved in small — that I have any knowledge at 
all of these small fund-raisers, was two or three occasions I would stop by a fund- 
raiser he was having at a hotel and just pass a note in to him through the Secret 
Service, because he wouldn’t get home until late at night and I didn’t want to have 
him call me at 1 o’clock in the morning so I passed him the note that evening so 
I wouldn’t have to bother him. 

Question. Were these fund-raisers at the Jefferson Hotel? 
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Answer. One or two at the Jefferson, one or two at the Hay-Adams. I was never 
in the room. I passed it through the Secret Service. 

Question. Do you have any idea who these small fund-raisers were with? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever attend the President’s birthday party fund-raising events? 

Answer. Yes, I attended his 50th birthday party fund-raiser. 

Question. Would that have been last year, in ’96? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Were you aware of Johnny Chung being a sponsor of that event? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Have you ever met Johnny Chung? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know an 3 dhing about Johnny Chung’s fund-raising? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Or frequent visits to the White House? 

Answer. Nothing. 

Question. Did you have much contact with the First Lady’s office when you 
were 

Answer. Yes. 

Question [continuing]. Working for the Clinton/Gore campaign? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And what kind of contact was that? 

Answer. I met with the First Lady subsequent to June of 1995. I met with the 
First Lady about every 2 or 3 weeks to give her political briefings. Maggie Williams 
was occasionally there, Melanne Verveer was more often there, and usually Mark 
Penn was there with me. Since she didn’t attend the strategy meetings, I would 
summarize what we were thinking and what we were planning for the campaign. 

I also would give her personal recommendations as to things that I thought she 
should do, issues I thought she should talk out about, and advice on public policy 
positions that she should take. I worked extensively with her staff to work on get- 
ting her speeches down and her rhetoric down on public policy. 

I never participated in any advice sessions concerning her handling of any of the 
scandal issues, her testimony or anything like that. 

Question. Did you ever hear from anyone, were you aware of her participation in 
fund-raising events at the White House, lunches or coffees or anjdhing like that? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever hear from any of her staff about whether it was Johnny 
Chung, or if he didn’t have a name identified with it, somebody who was making — 
coming by frequently 

Answer. No. 

Question [continuing]. And making a nuisance of himself in any way? 

Answer. No. The only indication I had that she was doing fund-raising actually 
was the passage I quote in the book, the President after he said he couldn’t think 
and spend time, he said, Hillary can’t, A1 can’t, none of us can. And I was surprised 
when he said it, because it hadn’t occurred to me she was spending a lot of time 
on fund-raising. 

Question. I wanted to show the witness another document dated December 20, 
1995, DNC 3234272, a memo to Harold Ickes and Karen Hancox from Marvin Rosen 
and Richard Sullivan regarding DNC finance update. Again, this goes through some 
of the money that needs to be raised by the end of the year, apparently. 

I guess directing your attention to Terry McAuliffe and it discusses received from 
labor on Thursday re Terry McAuliffe. 

Were you aware of Terry McAuliffe doing any fund-raising from the labor groups 
for the $10 million media fund you were trying to get raised in the fall of 1995? 

Answer. Not particularly from labor. I was of the opinion that McAuliffe was the 
President’s best fund-raiser, and I thought it was silly that he was spending his 
time raising money for Clinton/Gore when we wouldn’t be spending Clinton/Gore 
money until later in the process; that in 1995 the major need was for money at the 
DNC in order to pay for the media and the other expenses that were being incurred 
then. 

I remember mentioning to the President that it would be good — I thought it was 
silly for McAuliffe to be concentrating his energies on Clinton/Gore when he should 
be concentrating them on the DNC. And I had that conversation with the President 
sometime around October. That is the only knowledge I have had of McAuliffe being 
involved and not with the DNC. 

Question. And what did the President say? 

Answer. He didn’t comment. He just heard it. 
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Question. Directing your attention to the Vice President calls, it indicates received 
to date at this time were $195,000 from the calls and commitments from the Vice 
President; calls that had not yet been collected at that time were approximately 
$65,000. 

Do you recall ever hearing about a figure that the Vice President raised in terms 
of money? 

Answer. No. 

Mr. Ballen. I want to point out for the record the witness testified numerous 
times he wasn’t involved with fund-raising and didn’t know about fund-raising. In 
the interest of his schedule and everyone’s schedule 

Ms. Comstock. I will make this Deposition Exhibit Number 6. 

[Morris Deposition Exhibit No. 6 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Were you aware of the Lincoln bedroom being used as a fund-raising 
opportunity 

Answer. Not until I read about it. 

Question. You have made comments regarding that. 

I show the witness a February 27th, 1997, NBC news report by Jim Miklaszewski, 
M-I-K-L-A-S-Z-E-W-S-K-I. Directing your attention to the second page, you are 
quoted as sa 3 dng, “I am surprised he didn’t auction off places in his own bedroom. 
He would probably sleep on the floor if someone would give him a million.” 

Answer. That was a joke. 

Question. Did you ever talk to the President about those comments or anything 
about them? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever spend the night at the Lincoln bedroom? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Or any of the bedrooms in the residence? 

Answer. No. I was having problems enough in my nights at the Jefferson. 

Question. You have no knowledge — do you have any knowledge of donors or peo- 
ple, large dollar donors who being at the White House, regardless of whether you 
knew they were any kind of entrance fee or payment? 

Answer. None, none, none. 

Ms. Comstock. I will make that Deposition Exhibit Number 7. 

[Morris Deposition Exhibit No. 7 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Can you describe George Stephanopoulos’ role in the work you did while 
you were working with the Clinton/Gore campaign and the DNC? 

Answer. There were essentially four operations with which I was involved that 
were relatively discrete operations that were part of the message, getting the Presi- 
dent’s message across, which was my mandate. 

One was paid media, which Bill Knapp was the sort of COO of, chief operating 
officer. The other was the President’s speeches, which Don Baer was in charge of. 
The third was rapid response, which Stephanopoulos was in charge of. And then the 
fourth, which was outside of any jurisdiction of mine and I never was involved in, 
was Whitewater response, which Ickes and a variety of other people were in charge 
of 

So Stephanopoulos was essentially the person who was in charge of rapid re- 
sponse. The President had given him that task. And what that meant was that 
when the Republicans did anything, he would orchestrate the rebuttal, the reply, 
the answer, to feeding their attacks on a day-by-day basis. 

In addition to that, Stephanopoulos was in charge of coordinating the activities 
of the government so that they went toward the substantive agenda the President 
had in mind. So he was the one that would sort of send the President’s line out 
and make sure that everybody was echoing it, that everybody was on the same page. 
And when somebody was off the page or said something that the President would 
not have wanted them to say, they would get a call from George and he would urge 
them to take a different approach in public. 

Question. Do you know 

Answer. He also was the fact checker on our ads and he also worked very closely 
on all aspects of the positioning that the President took on substantive issues. 

Question. Do you know anything about his roles that would have him in contact 
with somebody like John Chung for any reason? 

Answer. I have no idea. 

Question. Do you know an 3 dhing he was working on matters related to China? 
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Answer. No. 

Question. Did there come a time when Mr. Stephanopoulos told you about the dis- 
covery of life on Mars? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. You are recounted that incident in your book? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did he ever mention anything to you about this being classified informa- 
tion or that it couldn’t be shared with anybody? 

Answer. No. He told me that he wanted it to be kept secret so that it would not 
be released to the public until the start of the Republican Convention, and his 
thought had been that the story would break on Monday of the Republican Conven- 
tion and would drown out coverage of the convention. But he cast that in a political 
context, not in a national security context. 

Question. So he never told you that any of that information was classified? 

Answer. No. He also was aware that I had no security clearance nor had I sought 
it, even the lowest level, and I would doubt — and I doubted that he would ever 
share with me classified information, because it would be illegal, so I inferred that 
this was not classified. 

Question. After this became public that he had discussed this with you, did any- 
one ever raise this issue with you from the White House? 

Mr. Lenefsky. What is the relevance of this? 

Ms. Comstock. National security issues. 

Mr. Lenefsky. Is that within the purview? 

Ms. Comstock. It actually is. National security. 

Mr. Ballen. I join in counsel’s objection. 

The Witness. The generic answer is I never had access to national security infor- 
mation that I knew was national security. The President never shared classified in- 
formation with me, and I never, as I sit here now, I do not know that I ever was 
in possession of national security information. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. But it was clear to everybody at the White House that you had not had 
a clearance, you had not ever gone through an 3 dhing. 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. There was no reason for anyone to think you had a clearance? 

Answer. That is correct. 

Mr. Ballen. I may want to note on the record that life on Mars has nothing to 
do with national security. 

The Witness. It depends on what it is. 

Mr. Ballen. One cell life. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you recall raising issues about Mr. Penn’s work for foreign — on for- 
eign elections? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Can you describe what issues you raised and why you had concerns 
about that? 

Answer. It arose in two contexts. One was that I was requested to make a public 
disclosure of my income sources and my assets and clients, and that request, to my 
knowledge, was also addressed to the other consultants who worked with me. I had 
an extensive discussion with Mr. Penn about his compliance with that directive, and 
he indicated to me that he was working for a candidate in Turkey and that the 
terms of his arrangement were such that the relationship had to be secret while the 
election was going on and that the election was being held in the third week of De- 
cember of 1995, and that therefore he would rather that he not make his disclosure 
until after that date, where he would disclose the Turkish relationship, but it was 
subsequent to the Turkish election and therefore would not be embarrassing to his 
candidate in Turkey. I told him I thought that was okay. 

Secondly 

Question. Who was that candidate? 

Answer. The woman in Turkey. I forgot her name. 

Then secondly, in September or October of ’95, he took a walk-in closet in Doug 
Sosnik’s office, which was a political office, and converted it into an office space for 
him, and he told me that he had brought in the campaign computer and the cam- 
paign-dedicated phone line and had had it installed in that walk-in closet and made 
it a little office for himself. 
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I was concerned about his having an office in the White House for a variety of 
reasons. I felt it was a bad idea. I told the President that I thought it was a bad 
idea because he had conflicts of interest in terms of his commercial clientele and 
his foreign clients, and I particularly cited his work for ATT and his work in the 
Turkish elections. 

Since the political office was right next to the communications office and those 
issues were being reviewed in the communications office, I thought that it was inap- 
propriate for him to have an office in the White House. 

The reason I raised it with the President was I knew Penn would not like my 
telling him he had to close his office, and I wanted to be certain I had the support 
of the President in doing that. The President told me that he supported me. I asked 
Penn to remove himself from the office and he did. 

Question. Did Mr. Penn have a White House pass at that time? 

Answer. Not to my knowledge. 

Ms. Comstock. If I could take a brief 5 minutes here and see if we are close to 
wrapping up. 

[Brief Recess.] 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. You know Susan Thomases, is that correct? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And how long have you known Ms. Thomases? 

Answer. Since the early ’80s. 

Question. And do you have any knowledge about any work that Susan Thomases 
did for the Lippo Group or the Riadys? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And do you know Webster Hubbell? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. How long have you known Mr. Hubbell? 

Answer. I just met him once, and have never spoken with him, other than at a 
White House reception a few weeks after he resigned. 

Question. Did you ever talk to anybody at the White House about Mr. Hubbell’s 
legal problems? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever 

Answer. Yes, I did. I met with the President sometime in — this is before I worked 
there regularly, but I met with the President at some point before Hubbell resigned, 
I met with the President and the First Lady, and I urged them to fire Hubbell, Ken- 
nedy, Altman 

Mr. Ballen. Excuse me? 

The Witness. Altman. This was after Nussbaum had left. I urged him to fire Ken- 
nedy, Altman, and Hubbell, and I said rather than doing this piece by piece, get 
rid of them all so that you don’t — so that you can stay ahead of the investigation. 
Don’t do what Nixon did and wait until they come to your door with each individual 
one, because you will suffer 20 times more. 

He rather heatedly replied that he wasn’t going to ruin people’s reputations by 
getting rid of them when they had done nothing wrong, and this was a witch hunt, 
and why did I think that he was prepared to injure people and wound them and 
destroy their reputations to save his skin from some bad publicity, when there was 
nothing there and they had done nothing wrong. 

Question. Did you have any other discussions about Mr. Hubbell at any later date 
after he had pled guilty? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Were you aware of anyone at the White House assisting Mr. Hubbell 
with finding work after he left the Justice Department? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Regarding the 

Answer. When I say “no” to any of these, it means other than what I have read 
in the paper. 

Question. I understand that, and I hope that is clear for the record. I am after 
your personal knowledge, or if you have other knowledge, to tell us it is only from 
newspaper accounts. 

Regarding the issue of whether or not Webb Hubbell was paid sort of what was 
generically referred to as hush money, you made the statement in reference to the 
President sa 3 dng he is too much into denial on one hand and too much of an ingrate 
on the other. 

What did you mean by that? 
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Answer. That the President, that I doubted seriously that the President was in- 
volved in any payment of hush money to Hubbell; that it is not his style. On the 
one hand, he never believes that he has done anything wrong, and he is constantly 
of the opinion that he has always acted properly. Because that is always his opinion 
and everybody doesn’t always act properly, I have to believe there is a certain 
amount of denial involved. 

Secondly, I have always felt that he is a bit of an ingrate, that when people work 
hard for him and help him and they finish their usefulness to them, he basically 
does not feel personally obligated, he feels that they are helping the country and 
they are doing their civic duty, and other than a sort of polite thank you, there is 
no great sense of personal obligation. 

So I summarized it pithily in that statement. I felt that hush money requires a 
certain guilty conscience that the President never has. 

Question. Are you aware — there have been reports, and the committee has re- 
ceived documentation indicating that Mr. Hubbell was receiving quite a large 
amount of money in 1994 from various sources. Did you haye any knowledge of this 
in 1994 or ’95? 

Answer. No, none. 

Question. Do you know of any other — you spoke of the President often didn’t treat 
people well after they had left. Do you know of any other people who kind of got 
this kind of treatment, from all the President’s friends getting jobs and things like 
that? 

Answer. Yes — oh, that was giyen good treatment or bad treatment? 

Question. Good treatment. 

Answer. No. 

Question. In terms of being hired 

Mr. Ballen. Excuse me, I am going to object to that question. You are assuming 
a fact not in evidence. Mr. Hubbell got good treatment by the President? We don’t 
know that and the witness doesn’t know that. 

The Witness. In any case, I don’t know. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Have any of the President’s friends, when you left in August, did they 
come and offer you consulting contracts? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Or offer to give you 

Answer. No. 

Question [continuing]. Jobs? 

Answer. No. I might just indicate I know several examples of people who were 
very intimately involved with all of the President’s affairs who, when they left their 
employ, couldn’t get the right time of day from him. And quite the opposite of hush 
money, I felt that there was a tremendous amount of ingratitude in the way he 
dealt with them. 

Betsy Wright, David Watkins, David Gergen, are all good examples of that. And 
I was, frankly, shocked at the callousness with which the President treated Betsy 
Wright and David Watkins after I personally witnessed 15 years of the most loyal 
kind of help of him by them. 

Betsy Wright probably knew everything that the President did during the period 
he was Governor. If there was an 3 dhing he was tr 3 dng to hide or use hush money 
to hide, she would be a pretty good candidate for recipient of hush money. 

Not only wasn’t she getting hush money, she couldn’t talk to him. He was never 
returning her calls, he wouldn’t see her, sbe wasn’t invited to the White House so- 
cial events. 

Question. Do you think Mr. Hubbell was being treated like Betsy Wright or David 
Watkins? 

Answer. I never knew Hubbell. I know Betsy Wright and David Watkins were 
considered good friends. 

Question. Have you ever talked to the President about how he treated David Wat- 
kins or Betsy Wright? 

Answer. Betsy Wright, frequently. I would always say she treated you incredibly, 
and you will not give her the right time of day. He would say, I will call her, and 
he never would. It caused Betsy a great deal of personal agony. 

Question. In your book, revisiting a little bit the ad campaign, you wrote on page 
144 that “the President became the day-to-day operational director of our TV ad 
campaign. He worked over every script, watched each ad, ordered changes in every 
visual presentation, and decided whicb ads would run and where.” 
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Do you recall discussing with the President the particular markets where ads 
would run? 

Answer. Yes. I outlined earlier the process of his control over content in the media 
and the fact that he had tremendous input, but ultimately never saw the final ads 
before they ran, even though they changed significantly. 

In terms of the time-buy, he was always shown the time-buy, he reviewed it, and 
he would occasionally ask for specific changes, some of which I thought made no 
sense, but he wanted to do them and we went and did them. 

But as I said, while his inputs on this matter as well as the content of the ads 
was significant, he was really the first among equals in terms of the approval proc- 
ess. 

In terms of the actual formulation of the advertisement, he had a much smaller 
role than any of the consultants did, and in terms of the allocation of where the 
money was spent, he had a much smaller role than Mark Penn or Doug Sosnik, who 
really were more effectively in charge of that. 

Question. I am showing the witness a document from the DNC, 309623 through 
38, which is Squier Knapp DNC media buys. As you review that document, you 
mentioned the President reviewed these often. Are these backward checks on these, 
are those checks that you recognize as the President’s check mark? 

Answer. It is clearly by a lefty. The President’s check marks usually have a sharp 
downward check and then a check like that. These seem to be just like that. The 
President’s check marks are usually down, “boom.” I don’t think translates well. 
They are usually down and diagonally up to the upper left. So I would not conclude 
from this that these are necessarily his check marks. 

Question. Do you know somebody else reviewing the media buys who is a lefty 
that made the kind of checks? 

Mr. Ballen. I object. 

The Witness. I don’t know if anyone else is left-handed, no. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. These are not your checks? 

Answer. No. But I have testified that it was routine for the President to review 
the time-buys. 

Ms. Comstock. I would like to make that Deposition Exhibit Number 8. 

[Morris Deposition Exhibit No. 8 was marked for identification.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of how the President’s legal defense fund 
was being handled? Did you ever have any discussions with anybody about that? 

Answer. None whatsoever. 

Question. I believe there have been news reports that some of the phone records 
from your hotel showed you calling Bob Bennett. 

Mr. Lenefsky. What was the name? 

Ms. Comstock. Bob Bennett, the President’s attorney. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Did you ever talk with him about legal defense fund or any matters re- 
lated to the President’s defense? 

Answer. Not the legal defense fund. I did speak to him about the Paula Jones 
case. 

Mr. Ballen. I object to any questions in that regard on relevancy grounds. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Did you talk with him about — is that the only matter you talked with 
Mr. Bennett about? 

Answer. I think it would be better if you asked me what I did talk with Mr. Ben- 
nett about. Again, not an open-ended question. 

Question. If you can just tell us 

Answer. I did not speak to Mr. Bennett about an3dhing related to fund-raising, 
the fund-raising investigation, fund expenditures. 

Question. Actually I am more interested in the President’s legal defense fund. 

Answer. No. 

Question. And what did you speak with Mr. Bennett about, then? 

Mr. Lenefsky. I am going to object. 

The Witness. I did not. 
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EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. You did not. Aside from the Paula Jones matter, were there other mat- 
ters you discussed with Mr. Bennett? 

Answer. Yes. 

Mr. Lenefsky. Mr. Morris said he would answer questions perhaps if you identify 
a subject matter of discussion between he and Mr. Bennett. 

Mr. Ballen. Excuse me 


EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Aside from the Paula Jones matter and any allegations regarding the 
President and First Lady, did you ever talk with Mr. Bennett about that? 

Mr. Ballen. Excuse me. The witness was in the middle of the sentence when 
counsel asked a question. 

Mr. Lenefsky. Let me go outside. 

Mr. Ballen. Let me finish for the record. He began to state that he did not dis- 
cuss with Mr. Bennett any of the fund-raising, of campaign fund-raising or fund ex- 
penditures. I believe he was in the middle of completing the thought of the subject 
matters of these investigations. 

The Witness. I would rather answer — I would rather if you asked me did you talk 
to Mr. Bennett about this particular Filegate or Whitewater or any of the specific 
things, I would be prepared to give you yes or no answers to that. But I would rath- 
er not answer the open-ended question of what did I talk to Mr. Bennett about. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Okay. Because Mr. Bennett is the President’s attorney, I on the Paula 
Jones matter, I am not asking you about the Paula Jones thing, so I will just make 
that clear. But did you have frequent contact with Mr. Bennett? 

Answer. I met with him on two or three occasions, and I spoke with him on eight 
or nine occasions. 

Question. Did you speak with him on matters related to Whitewater? 

Mr. Ballen. Objection. Relevancy. 

Mr. Lenefsky. I would like to discuss something with my client outside. 

Ms. Comstock. Just for the record, the committee scope does include investiga- 
tions of the President and First Lady. 

[Brief Recess.] 

The Witness. What was your last question? I believe your last question was did 
I ever speak to Mr. Bennett about Whitewater. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 


Question. Yes. 

Answer. The answer to that question is yes. 

Question. Okay. Can you just generally tell us what you were talking with 

Mr. Ballen. Before he answers, I am going to object to relevancy. I do not believe 
Whitewater is a subject matter of this investigation in any way, shape, or form, and 
I am going to renew my objection as to relevance. 

Mr. Lenefsky. Just a minute. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

Mr. Lenefsky. Mr. Morris will answer the question. 

The Witness. The question was what — the content of the conversation. I asked 
Ben if he thought that the President or Hillary were in any trouble over Whitewater 
that I need to take account of in my political consulting work, and he analyzed the 
situation for me and was largely positive and reassuring on the subject and said 
that he did not feel that they were in any kind of serious trouble. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Did you speak with David Kendall about this, also? 

Answer. No, I have never spoken with David Kendall. I don’t think I have ever 
spoken with David Kendall. I don’t recall. 

Question. Was this a number of occasions then you spoke with Mr. Bennett about 
those matters? You indicated there were a number of conversations. 

Answer. Yes. I would routinely be in touch with him whenever there was a major 
new development to get his take as to whether there was something I needed to 
worry about politically, and he was always, and so far it has turned out accurate, 
reassuring on this subject and positive or optimistic about whether the President 
or First Lady were in any serious difficulty. 



1103 


Question. Was that something you incorporated into your polling, was that just 
information? 

Answer. Well, if he told me he felt there was a serious chance of something legally 
adverse happening to the First Lady or to the President before the 1996 election, 
it would have heen important for me to develop contingency plans as to what to do. 
His assurance that was unlikely satisfied me and I did not spend much time devel- 
oping contingency plans. 

Question. Do you recall generally when these calls occurred? 

Mr. Ballen. Excuse me. I object to this line of questioning, asking the witness 
about political strategies. 

The Witness. Think I have answered. They occurred while I worked form Clinton, 
’95 and ’96, but I don’t know the dates. I mean — yes. 

Mr. Lenefsky. There is no question before you. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Do you know a gentleman named Jack Palladino? 

Answer. No. I think he is some way involved with the DNC, but I don’t know who 
or what. 

Question. Do you know of any private investigators that were ever hired to inves- 
tigate any Members of Congress or anybody who was investigating the President or 
First Lady? 

Answer. Do I know of any private investigators that were ever hired to do what? 

Question. Who were ever hired by anyone affiliated with the Clinton campaign or 
the DNC or any private friend of the President or First Lady to investigate any 
Members of Congress who were conducting investigations? 

Answer. Of any Member of Congress? 

Question. Of the President and First Lady. 

Answer. Yes. In other words, investigate the investigators? 

Question. Exactly. 

Answer. No. 

Question. There was testimony last month about the IGI group, Terry Lenzner’s 
group, investigating Senator Nichols. Did you have any knowledge of anything like 
that going on in the ’92 or ’96 campaigns? 

Answer. No. I believe I knew that Terry Lenzner was hired to do investigative 
work and was serving under Ickes’ direction, but I had no idea what he was inves- 
tigating. 

Question. Do you know about Mr. Ickes hiring Mr. Lenzner? 

Answer. I heard that he had done so. I don’t know where I heard it, but I knew 
that he had, and I don’t know anything further about it. 

Question. Do you know who you heard that from? 

Answer. No. I think I may just have read it in the newspaper earlier, while I was 
working there. But while I was there I knew the name Terry Lenzner and I knew 
that he worked for Ickes. I don’t know how I knew it. I did know. 

Question. Do you know anything 

Mr. Ballen. This is not firsthand knowledge? 

The Witness. No. I have no idea what he is doing. I have never spoken to him 
or anything like that. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. Was your understanding that Mr. Lenzner was hired in connection with 
the DNC work that Mr. Ickes was overseeing? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Ms. Comstock. I believe that is all I have for now. Thank you. 

The Witness. Thank you. Thanks very much. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. BALLEN 

Question. Mr. Morris, just a few questions. I want to, first of all, take this oppor- 
tunity to thank you. Your testimony has been very forthcoming. We appreciate your 
coming and taking your time from your busy schedule. On behalf of the Minority 
members, we thank you for that. 

You mentioned to Representative Cummings that you offered to list to him the 
Republican campaigns that you have worked on for years. I would like to take you 
up on that offer, if you could go through chronologically the significant Republican 
campaigns. 

Answer. My memory of winners is better than losers. 

Ms. Comstock. Your memory is far better than most. 
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The Witness. Why don’t I go through winners, or people that are serving in office. 
EXAMINATION BY ME. BALLEN: 

Question. That would be good. 

Answer. In 1980, I worked for Paula Hawkins, Senator from Florida, in her elec- 
tion as Senator from Florida. I worked for Senator Warren Rudman from New 
Hampshire, Senator Paula Hawkins from Florida, and Senator Mark Andrews from 
North Dakota. 

In 1982, I worked for Senator Pete Wilson from California. In 1980 

Question. That is all right, the dates. 

Answer. ’86, I worked for Governor Arch Moore of West Virginia. In 1988, I 
worked for Senator Trent Lott of Mississippi, and I worked for President Bush. In 
1990, I worked for Governor William Weld of Massachusetts, Senator Jesse Helms 
of North Carolina, Senator Dan Coats of Indiana, and Senator Kay Bailey Hutch- 
inson of Texas, and Senator Hank Brown of Colorado. 

In 1994, I worked for — I worked for no successful Republican — no, I am sorry, 
1992, no successful ones. In 1994, I worked for Governor Tom Ridge of Pennsyl- 
vania, Governor Don Sundquist of Tennessee, Senator Trent Lott, and Governor 
William Weld. 

Question. Any Members of Congress? You mentioned Senators and Governors. 
Any Members of Congress? I believe you testified Congressman Jay Dickey. 

Answer. Jay Dickey. 

Question. Any other Members of Congress? 

Answer. Congressman John Mica of Florida, who is a member of this committee. 

Mr. Lenefsky. Did you work for Ed? 

The Witness. He is asking about Republicans. 

Ms. Comstock. Are you only asking Republicans? 

Mr. Ballen. That was my question. 

Ms. Comstock. Did you work for Mr. Schumer at some point. Chuck Schumer? 

The Witness. Yes, I did, but he is only asking about Republicans. Congressman 
from Louisiana, Baton Rouge, Republican Congressman from Baton Rouge. 

Ms. Comstock. Tauzin? 

The Witness. No, a next-door neighbor. 

Ms. Comstock. Baker? 

The Witness. Richard Baker of Louisiana. That’s it. 

examination by me. ballen: 


Question. We have 

Answer. I am sorry, there are other Members no longer in the House. I worked 
for John Ashbrook of Ohio and maybe some other Republican House Members that 
are no longer serving, but I don’t — that would take a whole other time for me to 
think about. 

Question. I don’t want to take any more time. I will note for the record we started 
this deposition at 9 o’clock. We are now at 3 o’clock. Most of the time you have been 
here you have discussed in detail the content of, over the objections of the Demo- 
cratic side, you discussed the consent of ads that you reviewed with the President, 
political strategy, the markets, where those ads were run, the time-buys, polling, ad- 
vice, considerations of political strategy, the formulation of advertisements, where 
the money was spent on advertisements, and I would assume, and correct me if I 
am wrong, Mr. Morris, that with all the names that you just mentioned. Senator 
Lott, Senator Coats, you also testified you consulted with Senator Gramm, Con- 
gressman Mica, et cetera, you had similar discussions with those candidates on 
their campaigns; is that correct? 

Answer. That is correct. I never worked for Senator Gramm on his own cam- 
paigns. I worked for Senator Gramm in connection with the Republican Senate 
Campaign Committee. 

Question. But you would have had similar conversations with Senator Gramm 
concerning the work on the Senate campaign committee on how ads were con- 
structed, on coordination between the committee and other groups, and other can- 
didates, et cetera. You would have had discussions with all of these candidates. 
Would that be a fair statement, sir? 

Answer. Well, it is, except for when you get to the issue of coordination. I never 
engaged in any campaign discussions about coordination between expenditures of 
the campaign and independent expenditures, because I know that that’s illegal. 

Question. And that’s the same case with the President’s past campaign in 1996; 
is that correct? 
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Answer. Well, there was one occasion where there was an activity that smacked 
of coordination in which I was engaged that I rejected. There was a meeting in the 
Roosevelt Room 

Question. Why don’t you describe that? 

Answer. There was a meeting in the Roosevelt Room of the White House, and I 
do not recall the date, it was late ’95 or early ’96, that Mr. Ickes convened, at which 
he invited five or six people from the labor movement, from the labor community. 
I don’t recall the names of the people, because I didn’t know them, but there was 
somebody from AFSCME, there was somebody there from one of the teachers’ 
unions. There was somebody there from COPE, C-O-P-E, the AEL, and I believe 
there was somebody there from the media firm of Victor Fingerhut, E-I-N-G-E-R- 
H-U-T, who does the advertising for the AEL, and I attended, Mark Penn attended, 
and I believe Bill Knapp attended. 

Ms. Comstock. Was the LIUNA union involved? 

The Witness. What’s LIUNA? 

Ms. Comstock. International 

The Witness. Labors International? I don’t think so. 

And from the White House there was Ickes and Sosnik, and Stephanopoulos may 
have been in that meeting, I’m not sure. 

The purpose of the meeting was for the labor people to show us the ads that they 
had run and were planning to run, and I criticized their ads, because they failed 
to mention the balanced budget or tax cuts, and I felt they relied too much on rhet- 
oric against tax breaks for the rich, which is something I was constantly opposed 
to our talking about. 

They then invited me to coordinate my time-buying plan, our time-buying plans 
with them on a basis where, for example, they suggested we want to advertise in 
Vermont to go after Jeffords, and you don’t care about winning Vermont particu- 
larly, so why don’t we take Vermont, but you take, you know, Missouri, where it 
is a swing State. And I rejected it because — first of all, I rejected it partially because 
I felt it was not lawful, and, secondly, because I felt that their media was not only 
not helpful to the Clinton campaign, but destructive. 

I am of the opinion that at this moment the Democrats would control the House 
of Representatives if the AFI^CIO never ran an ad. I believe their advertisements 
had more to do with the Democrats losing Congress in ’96 than any Republican ad. 
And I felt that the stark left-right comparisons that they were attempting to make 
were totally against the strategy I had in mind, and in fact, I decided that when 
I learned that they were advertising. I’d make a point that we would advertise to 
repair the damage. But that was the only — and that meeting ended on a rather un- 
happy note, because I did express my views fairly frankly, and there was, in fact, 
no coordination, but that’s the only time when I have ever been in a meeting in con- 
nection with coordination. 


EXAMINATION BY ME. BALLEN: 

Question. And at that meeting, you rejected that firmly? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. What happened as a result of your rejection? 

Answer. I don’t know, but I know that I was never involved, nor were any of the 
consultants that worked with me to my knowledge ever involved in any coordination 
with any independent expenditure, including the AFL. 

Question. So you were comfortable with the fact that you were never involved or 
anyone you were in contact with was involved with any coordination with the AFL 
or any other group like that? 

Answer. That’s right. That’s correct. 

Question. And no one asked you to coordinate at any time subsequent to that 
meeting? 

Answer. That’s correct. 

Question. So back 

Answer. And it should be noted that the request for coordination did not come 
from Mr. Ickes, it came from someone from the labor community. 

Question. And you rejected it? 

Answer. Yes. 

Ms. Comstock. What was Mr. Ickes’ response. 

The Witness. I don’t believe he had one. The minute they mentioned it, I jumped 
all over it, because I hated the ads. 

examination by me. ballen: 

Question. And that was the end of it as far as you knew? 
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Answer. Yes. 

Question. But back to, let me just review and then I think you already answered 
the question, hut the kinds of issues that you discussed at great length today about 
assistance and advise that you gave the President in the 1996 campaign, you could 
also discuss with all the other people that you represented in varying degrees over 
the years; isn’t that correct? 

Answer. That’s correct. 

Question. There is nothing particularly — I mean, there may be unique features to 
the President’s campaign, but there is nothing particularly unique about the kinds 
of issues or strategy or ad concerns or other things that you discussed; is that cor- 
rect? 

So if you were asked — let me finish this. If you were asked at a future date to 
describe what ads were run for Senator Lott or what ads might have been run for 
Senator Coats or what discussions you may or may not have had with Senator Coats 
or Senator Lott, you could answer those questions? 

Answer. Yes, I could. The only unique feature of the Clinton campaign was that 
I never previously worked on an issue advocacy advertising campaign for a national 
committee. 

Question. All right. And you have already testified in length as to that? 

Answer. Yes. 

Mr. Ballen. Thank you very much. 

Ms. Comstock. I just have a few follow-up questions. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. In any of those other campaigns that you were talking about, were you 
aware of millions of dollars being returned after you had worked on the campaign? 

Mr. Ballen. I am going to object because he has testified he wasn’t involved in 
fund-raising. 

Ms. Comstock. I am just saying if he is aware or any knowledge, or learned from 
it. 

Mr. Ballen. From reading the newspapers? 

Ms. Comstock. Exactly. If he was aware of millions of dollars of campaign con- 
tributions — 

Mr. Ballen. Well, you can ask him about anything in the newspapers, if he has 
personal knowledge. 

The Witness. I have no knowledge of millions of dollars being returned. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. On the meeting that you talked about with Harold Ickes, the labor 
meeting, was it your understanding that Harold Ickes set up that meeting? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And do you recall who asked you to come to the meeting? 

Answer. No. I mean, someone on Ickes’ staff told someone on my staff that I had 
to come. It was not Harold who personally invited me, but I don’t know who from 
their staff spoke to who on my staff. I just was told by someone on my staff that 
Ickes wanted me at this meeting. 

Question. Who usually invited you? I mean, who from Ickes’ staff contacted your 
staff when he invited you to meetings? 

Answer. He very rarely did, but when he did, it was usually Janice Enright. 

Question. And she would contact one of your assistants? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And you had previously testified that usually you tried to avoid each 
other, essentially? 

Answer. Yes. We communicated with each other chiefly through leaks. 

Question. Are you aware of Mr. Ickes working with any voter participation 
groups? 

Answer. Not specifically, but I — that would have fallen within his mandate. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of him — do you know anyone named Gary 
Barron? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you have any knowledge, prior to the news reports, about the situa- 
tion with Warren Meddoff receiving the fax from Mr. Ickes asking for contributions 
to a number of groups, including Vote Now and an antiproposition 209 group? Did 
you have any knowledge about those events prior to the news reports? 

Answer. No. 
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Question. Okay. Have you learned of anything about — since the news reports or 
through any source about Mr. Ickes coordinating with any of these voter participa- 
tion groups? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know how he would have gotten their bank account numbers 
or have any of that type of information? 

Answer. No. 

Question. In your book, you described the President is very hands-on and very in- 
volved in his re-election campaign. Is that a fair characterization of his participa- 
tion? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And is very detail oriented and attentive to a lot of the things that you 
were working on? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And very interested in what you were working on? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And wanted to know on a day-to-day basis what it was that you were 
working on, or week-to-week? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Was that your understanding of how he dealt with Mr. Ickes, also? 

Mr. Lenefsky. If you know. 

The Witness. I was not really privy to his discussions with Ickes, so I really can’t 
comment on — I can’t comment on that. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. From your discussions with the President, did you have a sense of how 
often the President spoke with Harold Ickes? 

Answer. Whenever I was — yes, I had the sense, both from personal observation 
and from times that I would call Ickes’ office and learn that he wasn’t there, that 
he saw the President at least every day and usually very frequently throughout the 
day. 

Question. Did he often travel with the President during the campaign? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And did you have one of your assistants traveling with the President 
also during the campaign? 

Answer. On political trips only paid for hy the Clinton/Gore campaign. I was not 
permitted to have anyone travel on official trips, and where the trip was funded by 
the DNC, I was also generally not permitted to have someone there. 

Question. Was that Tom Freedman who usually went on those trips? 

Answer. Tom Freedman most often. Sometimes Mark Penn. 

Question. Did either Tom Freedman or Mark Penn ever tell you about donors fly- 
ing on Air Force One or anything to that effect? 

Answer. No. I never flew on Air Force One. 

Question. All right. 

Again, you were describing that the President was very involved in the details. 
I was wondering, do you have any reason to believe that the President has any 
memory problems or any problem with recalling events? 

Mr. Ballen. I am going to object to that kind of a question. 

Mr. Lenefsky. I will object, also. 

EXAMINATION BY MS. COMSTOCK: 

Question. From your experience of knowing the President for over 20 years, does 
he have a good memory? 

Answer. Yes. 

Ms. Comstock. I believe that’s all I have today. Thank you for your time. 

[Whereupon, at 3:15 p.m., the deposition was concluded.] 

[The exhbits referred to follow:] 
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17 April 1996 


MEMORANDUM TO CHAIRMAN FOWLER 
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5 ^ 

Oo. 


CC: Chairman Dodd 

B.J. Thornberry 
Marvin Rosen 
Brad Marshall 
Doug Sosnik 
Karen Hancox 

From: Harold Ickes 

Re: 15 April 1996 meeting 


This confirms the meeting that you and I and Doug Sosnik had on 
15 April 1996 at-'-your office during which it was agreed that all 
matters dealing with allocation and expenditure of monies 
involving the Democratic National Committee ("DNC") including, 
without limitation, the DNC's operating budget, media budget, 
coordinated campaign budget and any other budget or expenditure, 
and including expenditures and arrangements in connection with 
state splits, directed donations and other arrangements whereby 
monies from fundraising or other events are to be transferred to 
or otherwise allocated to state parties or other political 
entities and including any proposed transfer of budgetary items 
from DNC related budgets to the Democratic National Convention 
budget, are subject to the prior approval of the White House. It 
was agreed that a small working committee would be established 
which would include Chairman Fowler (or his representative) , 
Chairman Dodd (or his representative) , B.J. Thornberry, Brad 
M^^shall, Marvin Rosen, Doug Sosnik, and others as may be agreed 
to, to meet at least once weekly, and more often. if necessary, to 
implement this agreement- ' 
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Squier • Knapp • Ocns 


C O M M U V I C A T J O N S 


KliCLflp 


RofiiTf 0. 

iV Knapp 
Thomas Ochs 
Anita Dunn 
S^fiiof Vit'f Pftf'iJe’it 


MEMORAJTOUM 

TO: CHAIRMAN DON FOWLER 

FROM: SQUISR/KNAPP/OCHS 

DATE: OCTOSER S. 1995 

RE: OCTOBER MEDIA FLIGHT 


The DNC spor. “Emna' is currently on the air in 42 markets within 19 
states. The spot be^an airing on Tuesday, October 3 or Wednesday, 
October 4 [depending on market! and will run through Tuesday”^ 
October 10 or Wednesday. October 11. The total cost of the buy, 
which was paid for by the DNC and the State Democratic parties, is 
41 .2 million. 

The spot will get between 300*400 points per market. A point is a 
percentage of TV households. That means, at 400 points, each 
household wii] see the spot "Ontna* approximately four times. The 
markets were selected based on polling, strategic and tactical 
consideration.^ and do not represent the party’s final targeting 
goals . 

The spor. was thoroughly tested prior to airing. A nationwide poll 
was used to develop the ad, and a series of “Tnall tests* were 
performed to fine-tune the spot and ensure its ef f eetiveness . 

The text of the 30 -second spot highlights the President's plan to 
secure Medicare without new costs to our elderly; xinllke the 
Republican plan that includes S270 billion in cuts, a doubling of 
premiums and deductibles, and a raising of the eligibility age to 
67 f rom 6 5. 


7ivuU-- 


■P. 
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EARLY OCTOBER MEDIA BUY 

10/3/9S ■ 10/12/9S 


STATE 

MAWlggT 

GRP’S 

COST 

Arkansas 

Little Rock 

400 . 

$18,860 

California 

Chico-Rcdding 

300 

$6,210 


Saenunento 

300 

$43,615 


Santa Barbara 

300 

811.385 

Colorado 

Denver 

400 

$58,420 

Florida 

Miami-Ft. Lauderdale 

300 

$74,175 

Tampa-St. Pete 

300 

$58,995 

Iowa 

Cedar Rapids 

400 

312,880 


Des Moines 

400 

$12,420 

Illinois 

Peoria 

400 

$10,120 


Rockford 

400 

$9,200 


Springfield'Oecatur 

400 

$15,640 

Kentucky 

Lesdnglon 

400 

$15,160 

Louis^le 

400 

$23,920 

Louisiana 

Baton Rouge 

400 

$12,420 

$27,600 


\ New Orleans 

400 

Maine 

Portland 

300 

S16.560 

Michigan 

Detroit 

400 

$75,900 

FUnt-Saginaw 

400 

816.560 


Travcrsc-Cadillac 

400 

39.660 

Minnesota 

Duluth'Supenor 

400 

SS.2S0 


Minn.-St. Paul 

400 

$64,400 

Missouri 

Columbla-Jeff. City 

400 

$7,360 


St. Louis 

400 

$47,840 

New York ^ 

^Burllntfion^Plaitsburff? 

400 

$16,100 

IV.'K 

Elnura 

400 

$7,820 

Syracuse 

Utica 

400 

400 

$19,320 

S9.660 


Watertown 

400 

$6,260 


lilllllillllillllllili DNC 3103700 
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Ohio 

Cleveland 

300 

S44.850 


Toledo 

300 

S13.455 

Oregon 

Portland 

400 

S42.320 

Pennsylvania 

Erie 

400 

S6.440 


Harrisburg-York-Lan. 

400 

S36.340 


J ohns 1 0 wn -Altoona 

400 

S12.420 


PhUadelphla 

400 

$131,100 


Wilkes-^rre/Scranton 400 

$19,780 

IRhodc Island 

Providence 

300 

$24,840 

Tennessee 

Knoxville 

300 

$14,490 


Nashville 

300 

$26,565 

Washington 

Seattle -T acoma 

400 

S76.360 


Spokane 

400 

820,700 

Wisconsin 

Green Bay 

400 

$13,800 


Madison 

400 

814.260 


Milwatikee 

400 

S37.720 

TOTAL BUY: 



$1.S54.420 

TOTAL % of U.S. COVERBD: 


27.98% 
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CC: Doug Sosnik 

Karen Hancor 
Jennifer O'Connor 

Fron: Harold Ickes iS 

Re: Bills for Squier/Knapp and Penn and Schoen 


Until further notice, I request that you hold paysents on all 
bills of any kind (other than for tine buys) owed to Squier/Knapp 
and^ to Pehn and Schoen until they have clarified a ntmber of 
questions and have provided adequate docunentation regarding 
outstanding bills they have submitted. In my view they are not 
adhering to the rules regarding expenses and other matters. 

In addition, although in the past you have permitted Squier/Knapp 
to pay their travel related and other expense bills out of excess 
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November 20, 1995 

TO: Harold Ickes 

FR: Don Fowler, Marvin Rosen, Scott Pastrick and Richard Sullivan 
RE: Additional DNC Fundraising Requests 


The following information is submitted in response to information 
requested concerning the possibility of raising an additional 4 
million to be applied to paid television. Because of the short lead 
time and lack of time to cultivate additional donors, we believe 
the following represents the maximum that can be raised prior to 
year end. (Additional to prior projections.) 

POTPS 

1. 18-20 calls by POTUS 
10 calls by VPOTUS 

This will provide us with an advantage to assure our projections 
and assist in raising an additional $1.2 million. 

2. One additional DC luncheon and one additional DC dinner. 

These will raise a total of $1 million. 

3. One White House Holiday Dinner 

This dinner will be an accountability event for prior projections 
and commitments. 


VPOTUS 

1. Two events in any of the following cities. New York, New Jersey, 
Long Island or Philadelphia. 

Each would raise $250,000 totalling $500,000. 


PLOTUS 

1. Two events in any of the following cities. New York, New Jersey 
or Long Island. 

Each would raise $250,000 totalling $500,000. 


SUMMARY 

1. POTUS and VPOTUS Calls 

2. POTUS DC Lunch 

3 . POTUS DC Dinner 

4. White House Dinner 

5. VPOTUS Event 

6. VPOTUS Event 

7. FLOTUS Event 

8. FLOTUS Event 


1 , 200.000 

500,000 

500.000 

250.000 
250,000 
250,000 
250,000 


TOTAL - 3,200,000 


We believe $3,200,000 is the maximum we can raise. 

* Of the 3,200,000, approximately 2,200,000 will be received by 
12/31. 


{iilliiniilH DNC 3234267 
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December 20, 1995 

TO: Harold Ickes and Karen Hancox 
FR: Marvin Rosen and Richard Sullivan 
RE: DNC Finance Update 


Major donor projection for 10/20/95 - 12/31/95 S 8,900,000 

Received as of 12OT95 5 8.850.000 

Best projectitMi to be received by December 31 is an addidonal S 500,000 - S 900,000 


Additional projection based on phone calls of VPOTUS and POTUS $ 1 ,000,000 ^ 


Received to date from VPOTUS calls S 195,000 

Commitments from VPOTUS calls not yet collected (approximate) S 65,000 
To be recaved from Labor on Thursday, re: Terry McAuUffe S 400,000 

Total S «0.000 


Need additional phone calls of POTUS and VPOTUS to get balance of S 340,000 to mate 
$ 1,000,000 projection. 


liilliilMMIO DNC 3234272 
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document . ) 


Today 

Copyright (c) 1997 NBC News. All rights reserved. 

Thursday, February 27, 1997 

Newscast: President Clinton defends fund-raising tactics 
Al^ CURRY, anchor: 

With a campaign fund-raising controversy swirling around him. 
President Clinton hosted a state dinner last night that included 
major political contributors as guests. Among those invited to 

the 

dinner honoring the president of Chile were the presidents of two 
unions that gave the Democratic Party $1 million for the 1996 
election. Meantime, there is new evidence about White House 
fund-raising tactics, and the president is defending them as 
"entirely appropriate." NBC's Jim Miklaszewski reports. 

JIM MIKLASZEWSKI reporting: 

Despite the growing controversy over Democratic political 
fund-raising. President Clinton sees no need for an independent 
counsel to investigate. 

President BILL CLINTON; I've answered the questions about that, 
and I don't think there is a legal issue there. 

MIKLASZEWSKI: But there's more evidence that the White House 
was 

for sale to big political contributors. One Democratic fund- 
raiser 

told NBC News that last summer $250,000 bought a day at the White 
House, with swimming pool privileges and a barbecue. Two years 
ago, 

when a dozen contributors were treated to the movie "Wolf" in the 
White House theater, a White House memo clearly labeled it a DNC 
fund-raiser. Records show it raised $650,000. President Clinton 

- EXHIBIT 
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joked, however, that not all White House perks brought in as ir.uch 
money as he had hoped- 

Pres. CLINTON: You‘11 find that sometimes they did and 
sometimes 
they didn't. 

MIKLA.S2EMSKI : One Vftiite House coffee with Texas contributors, 
that 

was supposed to raise $500,000, came up short and brought in less 
than 300,000, On, a New York radio talk show, the president's 
personal friend and former political adviser Dick Morris revealed 

Hr. 

Clinton's voracious appetite for political money. 

Mr. DICK MORRIS; I'm surprised he didn't auction off places in 
his own bedroom. 

Unidentified Host: Well, he was.., 

Mr. MORRIS; He'd probably sleep on the floor if someone would 
give him a million. 

MIKLAS2EWSKI: Campaign watchdogs are not amused. 

Ms. ANN KcBRIDE (Common Cause); To use Che White House, to use 
the office of the presidency for fund-raising, for raising these 
huge 

corrupting campaign contributions is outrageous. 

MIKLAS2EWSKI: Nevertheless. Clinton aides are confident that 
the 

White House took all this political fund-raising right up to the 
legal limit but didn't break any laws. Jim Miklaszewski, NBC 
News, 

Che White House. 

Program Time; 7:00-9:00 AN 
Nielson Rating 5049330 
Reference: 970227 

Word Count: 380 
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[The deposition of Eric Sildon follows:] 

Executive Session 

Committee on Government Reform and Oversight, 

U.S. House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 

DEPOSITION OF: ERIC SILDON 

Tuesday, July 29, 1997 

The deposition in the above matter was held in Room 2203, Rayburn House Office 
Building, commencing at 10:00 a.m.. 

Appearances: 

Staff Present for the Government Reform and Oversight Committee: James C. 
Wilson, Senior Investigative Counsel; Miki White, Investigative Counsel; Maria 
Wusinich Intern; Kenneth Ballen, Minority Chief Investigative Counsel; and Chris- 
topher Lu, Minority Counsel. 

For MR. SILDON: 

JUDAH BEST, ESQ. 

DeBevoise & Plimpton 

Attorneys at Law 

555 13th Street, N.W., Suite 110 E 

Washington, D.C. 20004 

Mr. Wilson. Good morning. On behalf of the Committee on Government Reform 
and Oversight, I appreciate and thank you very much for coming here today. 

This proceeding is known as a deposition. The person transcribing this proceeding 
is a House reporter and notary public. I will now request that the reporter place 
you under oath. 

THEREUPON, ERIC SILDON, a witness, was called for examination, and after 
having been first duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 

Mr. Wilson. I would like to note for the record that those who are present at the 
beginning of this deposition are James Wilson, the designated Majority Counsel for 
the committee. I am accompanied by Miki White and Maria Wusinich, who are both 
with the Majority staff. 

Christopher Lu is the designated Minority counsel for the committee, and the de- 
ponent is represented by Mr. Judah Best. 

Although this proceeding is being held in a somewhat informal atmosphere, be- 
cause you have been placed under oath, your testimony here today has the same 
force and effect as if you were testif 3 dng before the committee or in a courtroom. 

If I ask you about conversations you have had in the past and you are unable 
to recall the exact words in the conversation, you may state that you are unable 
to recall those exact words, and then you may give me the gist or substance of any 
such conversation to the best of your recollection. 

If you recall only a part of the conversation or only part of an event, please give 
me your best recollection of those events or parts of conversations that you recall. 

If I ask you whether you have any information upon a particular subject and you 
have overheard other persons conversing with each other regarding it or have seen 
correspondence or documentation regarding it, please tell me that you do have such 
information and indicate the source, either a conversation or documentation or oth- 
erwise, from which you derived such knowledge. 

Before I begin the questioning, I want to give you some background about the in- 
vestigation and your appearance here. 

Pursuant to its authority under House Rules 10 and 1 1 of the House of Represent- 
atives, the committee is engaged in a wide-ranging review of possible political fund- 
raising improprieties and possible violations of law. Pages 2 through 4 of House Re- 
port 105-139, a copy of which you have received, summarizes the investigation as 
of June 19, 1997, and encompasses any new matters which arise directly or indi- 
rectly in the course of the investigation. 

Also, pages 4 through 11 of the report explain the background of the investigation. 
All questions related either directly or indirectly to these issues or questions which 
have the tendency to make the existence of a pertinent fact more or less probable 
than it would be without the evidence, are proper. 
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The committee has been granted specific authorization to conduct this deposition 
pursuant to House Resolution 167, which passed the full House on June 20, 1997. 
Committee Rule 20, of which you have received a copy, outlines the ground rules 
for the deposition. 

Majority and Minority counsel will ask you questions regarding the subject of this 
investigation. Minority counsel will ask questions after Majority counsel has fin- 
ished. 

After the Minority counsel has completed questioning you, a new round of ques- 
tioning may begin. Members of Congress who wish to ask questions will be afforded 
an immediate opportunity to ask their questions. When they are finished, committee 
counsel will resume questioning. 

Pursuant to the committee’s rules, you are allowed to have an attorney present 
to advise you of your rights. Any objection raised during the course of the deposition 
shall be stated for the record. If the witness is instructed not to answer a question 
or otherwise refuses to answer a question. Majority and Minority counsel will confer 
to determine whether the objection is proper. 

If Majority and Minority counsels agree that a question is proper, the witness will 
be asked to answer the question. If an objection is not withdrawn, the Chairman 
or a Member designated by the Chairman may decide whether the objection is prop- 
er. 

The deposition will be held open subject to rescheduling for the purpose of resolv- 
ing any disputed issue. 

This deposition is considered as taken in executive session of the committee, 
which means it may not be made public without the consent of the committee, pur- 
suant to clause 2(k)(7) of House Rule XL 

You are asked to abide by the Rules of the House and not discuss with anyone, 
other than your attorney, this deposition and the issues and questions raised during 
this proceeding. 

Finally, no later than 5 days after your testimony is transcribed and you have 
been notified that your transcript is available, you may submit suggested changes 
to the Chairman. The transcript will be available for your review at the committee 
offices. Committee staff may make any typographical and technical changes re- 
quested by you. 

Substantive changes, modifications, clarifications or amendments to the deposition 
transcript submitted by you must be accompanied by a letter requesting the changes 
and a statement of your reasons for each proposed change. 

A letter requesting any substantive changes, modifications, clarifications or 
amendments must be signed by you. Any substantive changes, modifications, clari- 
fications or amendments shall be included as an appendix to the transcript, condi- 
tioned upon your signing of the transcript. 

Do you understand everything we have gone over so far? 

The Witness. I do. 

The Wilson. Do you have any questions about anything we have gone over so far? 

The Witness. No. 

Mr. Wilson. I am prepared to begin asking some preliminary questions. Do you 
have any initial comments? 

Mr. Lu. No, not at this time. 

Mr. Wilson. I will be asking you questions concerning the subject matter of this 
investigation. Do you understand? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Wilson. If you don’t understand a question, please say so and I will repeat 
it or rephrase it so that you do understand the question. Do you understand that 
you should tell me if you do not understand the question? 

The Witness. I do understand. 

Mr. Wilson. The reporter will be taking down everything we say and will make 
a written record of the deposition. Please give verbal, audible answers in that the 
reporter cannot record what a nod of the head or a gesture means. 

Do you understand that you should give audible answers? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Wilson. If you can’t hear me, please say so and I will repeat the question 
or have the court reporter read the question to you. Do you understand? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Wilson. Please wait until I finish each question before answering, and I will 
wait until you finish your answer before I begin the next question. 

Do you understand that this will help the reporter make a clear record because 
she cannot take down what we are both saying at the same time? 

The Witness. Absolutely. 
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Mr. Wilson. Your testimony is being taken under oath, as if we were in court, 
and that if you answer a question, it will be assumed that you understood the ques- 
tion and the answer was intended to be responsive to it. 

Do you understand that? 

The Witness. Yes. 

Mr. Wilson. Are you here voluntarily or are you here as a result of a subpoena? 

Mr. Best. He is here voluntarily. 

Mr. Wilson. Do you have any questions about the deposition before we begin the 
substantive portion of the proceeding? 

The Witness. Not based on what you have said so far. 

Mr. Wilson. Okay. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Please state your full name and spell it for the record? 

Answer. My name is Eric, E-R-I-C, Kasle, K-A-S-L-E, Sildon, S-I-L-D-O-N. 

Question. Have you used or gone by any other names? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Have you been known to others by any other names? 

Answer. No. 

Question. What is your date of birth and Social Security number? 

Mr. Lu. Counsel, let me interrupt you a second. I am not sure why you need Mr. 
Sildon’s Social Security number or frankly, for that matter, any witness’ Social Se- 
curity number. 

The Wilson. Verification for information we might receive. 

Mr. Lu. Could you make some kind of proffer as to what type of information that 
would be? I would understand if Mr. Sildon was a target of this investigation, but 
he is not. And as you know, once you have obtained somebody’s Social Security 
number you can, you know, run all kinds of credit reports and, you know, other 
invasive types of searches on him. 

The Wilson. I am actually not sure whether I can run any credit reports or 
invasive searches with a Social Security number, but to the extent that it is an iden- 
tification of materials and business, I ask for it. It is a common thing in depositions 
and I never heard you object to it before. 

Mr. Lu. Is this — do you intend to ask for this for all witnesses? 

The Wilson. I may and I may not. But I would ask, counsel, Mr. Best, are you 
instructing your client? 

Mr. Best. No, I am just speaking to him. 

The Wilson. I apologize for that. Are you instructing him not to answer my ques- 
tion about his Social Security number? 

Mr. Best. I am interested to hear this colloquy. Do you intend to check his credit 
references? 

The Wilson. I do not. I do not intend to check credit references. 

Mr. Best. Do you intend to use his Social Security number in some fashion? 

The Wilson. I don’t know. 

Mr. Best. What would you do if you did? 

The Wilson. To the extent that it might be an internal identification device, it 
might be relevant. 

Mr. Lu. I am not sure I understand. I mean, is there any sense that there is an- 
other Eric Sildon out there that you might need to verify that this is the actual one 
who might appear on a document? 

The Wilson. Not at this point, no. 

Mr. Lu. Well, I am not sure I have heard a sufficient reason, but I am going to 
object to the question. I am going to leave it up to Mr. Sildon as to whether he 
wants to answer it or not, that part of the question. 

The Witness. Well, I 

Mr. Best. One second. 

[Witness conferring with counsel.] 

Mr. Best. Mr. Sildon has expressed a concern with regard to the answers regard- 
ing the potential use of his Social Security information, and at this point would pre- 
fer not to divulge that information. 

The Wilson. Are you instructing your client not to answer the question? 

Mr. Best. I never instruct a client. I just recommend to him and it is the client 
that makes a determination based on that. I recommend that he not answer the 
question. 

The Wilson. I am prepared to go on in that I am satisfied to have the deposition 
left open pending resolution of this matter, if I decide to continue, which I may or 
may not. 
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The Witness. That’s fine. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. What is your current address? 

Answer. I live at [redacted]. 

Question. How long have you lived at that address? 

Answer. [Redacted]. 

Question. Have you lived outside of the United States? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you attend college? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Where did you attend college and what degree did you receive, if any? 

Answer. I graduated from [redacted] with a Bachelor of Science in business ad- 
ministration. 

Question. When did you graduate? 

Answer. [Redacted]. 

Question. Do you have any post graduate degrees? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Please briefly describe your employment history after college. 

Answer. I came to Washington, D.C. in the fall of 1985 and worked as a paid in- 
tern for Congressman Alan Wheat, then- Congressman Alan Wheat, while I was 
looking for a more permanent position. I was hired in late December, 1985 and 
began work on January 2nd, 1986, for then Congressman Dan Glickman. I worked 
for Congressman Glickman until March of 1992. I left Congressman Glickman’s of- 
fice to be a legislative representative for the National Federation of Independent 
Business. I was with NFIB until the fall of 1992, when I went to work for the Presi- 
dential Inaugural Committee to work on the 52nd Presidential Inaugural. 

Mr. Best. That would not have been the fall of 1992, would it? 

The Witness. That is correct. It was in November of 1992. After the inauguration, 
I was offered and accepted employment at the Democratic National Committee, 
where I worked until September of 1995. I left the DNC in 1995 and went to work 
for the Democratic Governors Association. I worked at the DGA until the 53rd Pres- 
idential Inaugural when I was asked to come back and help produce an event. I was 
at — after the Inaugural Committee, I have worked a succession of political and 
event-resulting jobs, basically working for myself as a consultant with a series of 
clients that I have represented. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Could you please provide an approximate month date for your tenure 
at the DGA? 

Answer. Sure. September 1995 is when I was hired. I actually may have begun 
work in early October there, but right around the first of October, end of September, 
and I was at the DGA until early December 1996. 

Question. Did you review any documents in preparation for this deposition? 

Answer. Just a few documents. 

Question. Where did you review these documents? 

Answer. At the office of my counsel. 

Question. Do you keep work-related files in your personal residence? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you have any papers from your time at the DNC at your personal 
residence? 

Answer. No. And I have made a search to confirm that, and I do not have any 
documents. 

Question. Who approached you formally about taking your position at the DNC? 

Answer. A woman named Nancy Jacobson contacted me. 

Question. And who is Nancy Jacobson? 

Answer. At the time, Nancy was — Nancy had been placed as the National Finance 
Director for the DNC and I knew Nancy from my days working on Capitol Hill. She 
had been a fund-raiser for one of the Members of Congress, and I had worked for 
a reelection of his. 

Question. And did you receive any recommendations to work at the DNC? 

Answer. I am not sure I understand your question. 

Question. Did any — apart from speaking with Ms. Jacobson, did anybody rec- 
ommend you for the job or a job at the DNC? 

Answer. Sure, Nancy — I am sure Nancy called my references. 

Mr. Best. Do you know that for a fact? 

The Witness. I do not know that for a fact. 
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EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you know if anybody submitted a written recommendation on your 
behalf? 

Answer. I do not know if anybody had submitted a written recommendation. 

Question. Did you interview with anybody prior to being offered the joh at the 
DNC? 

Answer. Other than Nancy? 

Question. Well, in addition to. 

Answer. Nancy Jacobson asked me to come in and talk to her about the position 
and talk to her about my experiences, and also talk to her Deputy Finance Director, 
a woman named Hannah Spillman, I believe, and just my conversations with them. 

Question. Do you recall interviewing with anybody else? 

Answer. I don’t recall if I interviewed with anybody else. 

Question. What were your job responsibilities at the DNC? 

Answer. Would you like all my responsibilities? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. From day one on? 

Question. If you could provide a general overview. 

Mr. Best. He had different positions. 

The Wilson. I understand that. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. If you could break down your different positions and overview of your 
responsibilities? 

Answer. I worked on the fund-raising staff from 199 — from early 1993, early Feb- 
ruary 1993, until, I would say, early 1994. I then left the finance staff and went 
to work in the office of the chairman where I worked until I left the DNC in 1995. 

Question. What were your — what were your job titles? 

Answer. In the Finance Division, my job title was Regional Finance Director. 
When I moved to the chairman’s office, my title was Director of National Member- 
ship Services. 

Question. Did you replace anybody in the position of Director of National Member- 
ship Services? 

Answer. No. It was a new — newly created office. 

Question. Who did you report to in your first job as Regional Finance Director? 

Answer. I reported to Nancy. 

Question. And who did she report to? 

Answer. I am sorry. Who did Nancy report to? 

Question. Correct. 

Answer. I don’t know the hierarchy structure of who she directly reported to. 

Question. I think you stated before that — I am just wanting to clarify for myself. 
She was the National Finance Director at the time? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. And in your position as Director of the National Membership Services, 
to whom did you report? 

Answer. I reported initially to Martha Phipps who was, I believe she was Deputy 
Chief of Staff, but more specifically she was, and I am not certain what her exact 
title was, but she essentially ran the office of the chairman’s office. 

Question. You said initially you reported to her. After Martha Phipps, did you re- 
port to somebody else? 

Answer. I did. Martha left the DNC at some point in late 1994, I believe, or per- 
haps early 1995 — I am not certain of the date — but when she left, she left around 
the same time that a new chairman came to the DNC and he brought with her a 
staff woman named Carole Khare, I think it is K-H-A-R-E. 

Question. In your position as Regional Finance Director, and I will — once we fin- 
ish this, I will try not to jump back and forth so much 

Answer. Okay. 

Question [continuing]. Did you have any subordinate employees? 

Answer. I did. Well, as — I should actually restate that. I didn’t have subordinates 
who necessarily reported directly to me on a full-time basis. However, when I would 
go out and work on an event, there would always be a lead on the event and a few 
other staff people, and I was always an event lead — I shouldn’t say “always.” When 
I was an event lead, there were other staff people working on the event who would 
report to me about that event as a — in developing kind of a hierarchy tree of who 
reported to who, there was no one underneath me per se whose responsibility was 
to report to me on a full-time basis. 
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Question. When you were working with colleagues in your position as Regional 
Planning Director, who were you working with? What were the names of the people 
that you were working with? 

Answer. Well, first of all, generally it was a rather small staff so we all would 
be working with each other. But on specific events, I worked with Sam Newman 
and Jay Dunn and Peter O’Keefe, and I believe on one event I worked with Erica 
Payne. 

Question. Do you recall any other individuals that you worked with at that time, 
and I am asking for your immediate office? 

Answer. I want to make sure that I understand what you are asking. Are you 
talking about for these specific events or are you talking about my day-to-day re- 
sponsibilities as part of the Finance Committee? 

Question. In your daily responsibilities on the Finance Committee. 

Answer. Without trying to be too vague, I worked with everyone on the staff. It 
is a small staff. Just as, for example, you may be working with lots of people on 
the committee staff, you come in contact with them or you have a conversation with 
them. I mean, you know, we were a staff of, I don’t know, approximately 16, 20, 
26 people, in a space no larger than this room. So we would see each other every 
morning or have, you know, a staff meeting a couple times a week. Somebody would 
call in and you would happen to answer the phone and somebody would be on the 
other line. 

Question. In your position as Director of the National Membership Services, who 
else worked in the office of National Membership Services? 

Answer. For a period of time. Jay Dunn, who I had previously mentioned was the 
Deputy Director of the program, and after — after a period of time, Jay left the pro- 
gram — you have to understand, the program left the Finance Division and Jay was 
really more interested in doing finance than staying necessarily with this program. 
And so he went back over to the Finance Division and a new deputy was assigned 
to me, and her name was Brook Stroud. 

Additionally, another woman came on board at the DNC and she was assigned 
to the program as well. Her name was Susan Lavine. 

Was National Membership Services originally a part of the Finance Division? 

Answer. Yes. National Membership Services initially was — the answer is, yes. 

Question. Could you explain the chronology or how — where National Membership 
Services was located in the DNC flowchart when you arrived at the DNC, and then 
until the time you departed from the DNC? 

Answer. National Membership Services did not exist when I arrived at the DNC. 
The program was created initially in the Finance Department because that’s where 
I worked, and it was created in early 1996, because I was still fund-raising around 
the country in 1996. It was created in early 1996 and within a matter 

Question. If I could? 

Answer. I am sorry. In 1993 I was fund-raising around the country. In early 1994, 
as I best recall, the program was created in the Finance Division, primarily in re- 
sponse to the fact that I was tired of being out on the road and I worked for Nancy 
in the Finance Division and she wanted me to stay on board and I had expressed 
an interest in doing more constituent types of work, but almost immediately, within 
I would say 8 to 12 weeks, approximately 8 to 12 weeks, it was moved from Finance 
to a broader location within the DNC so that it truly could provide services to all 
the members of the DNC, not just people on the Finance staff or contributors of the 
DNC. 

So sometime in early 1994, maybe the spring of 1994, it was moved out of Finance 
and into the Chairman’s office. 

Question. When this move, presuming there were discussions about this move, 
who took part in discussions to move the NMS from Finance Division? 

Answer. Initially, I had those discussions with Nancy. Again, I had — she was my 
superior. I had an interest in not traveling as much as I had been traveling as a 
regional finance person; spoke with her. She said, well, I would like to keep you on 
board. You know, I think you are an asset to the organization. 

After speaking with her, because obviously we were at some point in time, when 
we were interested in — when I was interested in moving it out of the finance divi- 
sion, then we talked to the Chairman’s office and probably the Chairman himself 
and certainly Martha Phipps about the idea of bringing the program to a broader 
position at the DNC. 

Question. Who did you speak with in the Chairman’s office? 

Answer. Martha Phipps, as I recall, was the initial contact. I really don’t recall 
if I talked to Chairman Wilhelm about it or not or if Martha did. But I know a dis- 
cussion was had within the Chairman’s office about, this is a new area; where is 
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the most appropriate place for it. And a decision was made that their office would 
be the best place. 

Question. Where physically was NMS located compared to the Chairman’s office 
in the DNC? 

Answer. Down the hall — the Chairman’s office, his personal office, was at one cor- 
ner of the building and there was a hallway leading to it and you passed a series 
of secretarial kinds of cubicles and at almost a semicircle around his office in the 
corner were a variety of other offices of people who reported to the Chairman, and 
I was in one of those offices. 

I was essentially four offices away from the Chairman’s office. 

Question. In your position at the NMS, did you type your own letters and memo- 
randa? 

Answer. Occasionally. 

Question. If 

Answer. I did not have a secretary per se, but I — you know, there were — I had 
obviously staff, as I have mentioned previously, who worked for me and occasionally 
they would type a memo putting their name and my name on the memo, or my 
name on the memo, to someone. 

Question. Did anyone, other than Jay Dunn, Brook Stroud or Susan Lavine pre- 
pare written typed materials for you? 

Answer. Not that I am aware of. You mean with my name on it, in other words? 

Question. Correct. 

Answer. From me or authored by me? 

Question. Correct. 

Answer. Not that I am aware of. 

Question. Did you feix your own material? 

Answer. Again, often I would fax my own material. Again, I did not have a sec- 
retary working for me, and I tried not to have those other people treated as assist- 
ants to me. So I did my own faxing, typed my own memos, but occasionally some- 
body would be going to the feix machine, and I would say can you do me a favor, 
feix this. Or they would do a memo in my name, show it to me or verbally say, this 
is what we — you know, this is what he said. I am going to send this fax to whoever. 
I would say, that’s fine. 

Question. Did you use e-mail in your position as Director of the NMS? 

Answer. Internal e-mail within the DNC, I did. I actually did not send e-mail out- 
side of the DNC. 

Question. In your position in the fund-raising aspect, as Regional Finance Direc- 
tor, did you have contact with White House employees? 

Mr. Lu. You mean in his professional capacity as opposed to a personal capacity 
outside the office or something like that? 

Mr. Wilson. In his position as Regional Director. 

The Witness. Yes. As I recall, I had occasional conversations, frankly not too 
many because issues — you know, I am in a location, be it Miami or Philadelphia or 
Minneapolis doing what I am doing. The answer is, yes, to your question. 

Question. Who did you speak with on the White House staff? 

Answer. Oh, I would talk to people in the Vice President’s office because he was 
a principal coming to a fund-raising event and we needed to coordinate schedules, 
arrival time, the hotel logistics, movements, things like that. So I don’t recall specifi- 
cally who on his staff 4 or 5 years ago I spoke to about that, but I would talk to 
that person. 

I mean, candidly, I don’t recall the specific people 5 years ago that I talked to. 
I just know that there was need to have contact with the White House dealing with 
logistical aspects of the events that we were preparing. At the time, early at the 
DNC, when we had a fairly small staff, we didn’t have an events staff as they then 
started to put into place a year or two later. 

So it was up to the fund-raisers to deal with some of the logistics. It also was 
up to the people in Washington. So very often I talked to Nancy Jacobson or her 
deputy, Hannah, or people who were back here in D.C. to say here are a variety 
of issues that we need to get answered in advance of the Vice President’s arrival 
for an event. 

Can you get us answers to these? Again, I don’t specifically recall who I talked 
to, which conversations I may have had with the White House versus which ones 
I had at the DNC, but they were all primarily logistics-related conversations, as I 
recall. 

Question. In your professional capacity as Director of the NMS, did you have con- 
tact with White House employees? 

Answer. I did. 

Question. And with whom would you — who would you contact at the White House? 
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Answer. Well, that’s a fairly broad question. I can — I would be happy to tell you 
offices that I had contact with. I can try to recall specific individuals within these 
offices. 

Question. Actually, to short-circuit, I will ask you questions about specific individ- 
uals later. 

Answer. Okay. 

Question. But if you could give me a broad sense of the offices that you would 
interact with. 

Answer. I probably interacted most often with the Office of Political Affairs, be- 
cause they were the ones that were deemed to be the appropriate source of some 
of the issues that we were discussing. I also dealt with the White House Photo Of- 
fice, the Office of Correspondence, the Office of Public Liaison. You know, again, in 
my professional capacity, that certainly is a good indication of the majority of the 
places that I contacted. 

I had, of course, over the years developed friendships with people who happened 
to work in the White House and, you know, may have occasionally called them be- 
cause I knew they were a pal and, you know, they could help get an answer for 
me to something or explain something that was going on that I was, you know, 
hearing about on television. I would say primarily those four offices are most di- 
rectly — also the Office of Scheduling and Advance. 

Question. Were you the primary person in your office to either contact or be con- 
tacted by the White House? 

Answer. While I was the primary person, again, as I mentioned previously, I like 
to empower people and allow people to grow in their jobs. I wasn’t looking to have 
a bunch of assistants with me. So everyone on our staff had a relationship with peo- 
ple at the White House. So not only did I call political affairs, but I know Brook 
also would call political affairs, and I know Susan would call political affairs and, 
frankly, they may have called — they had their own contacts as well. 

Question. Did your colleagues have areas of particular responsibility or expertise 
that would have them interacting more or less constantly with anybody at the White 
House? 

Answer. Well, the — of all of us, the only person who had specific responsibilities 
was Susan Lavine because she was responsible for conducting tours of the White 
House on behalf of supporters, political supporters or what have you. 

That was primarily her sole responsibility. She may have had other areas where 
she assisted, but if a tour request came in, it went to Susan. If any other kind of 
request came in, Brook and I would figure out who had what on their plate, who 
might be too busy to handle a specific request. We would just kind of assign that 
out accordingly. 

Question. Did you ever attend meetings at the White House? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you attend regular — aside from meeting about a particular indi- 
vidual, did you attend regularly scheduled meetings? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And what were those meetings? 

Answer. Initially, I was able to attend a daily scheduling meeting that occurred 
in the morning that was run by the President’s Scheduling and Advance Office. But 
this was not a meeting where decisions were made as much as a meeting where 
the President’s schedule, frankly which was a public schedule, was disseminated 
just a few extra days in advance. So on a Monday they might discuss that whole 
week’s schedule and that meeting was attended by lots of offices within the White 
House. 

I think there were even other outside people who were not permanent White 
House staff that were able to attend this meeting to understand where the Presi- 
dent might be traveling to or the kinds of big public events that he would be doing. 
In fact, there would be lots of discussion where the President will have private time 
from this and they would not discuss what was going on in the private times. 

So this was discussions about we are going to have a big event on the south lawn 
and a thousand people are coming for this event and then tomorrow the President 
is traveling to this location and that location. And I attended that — I was allowed 
to attend it on a regular basis. I did not actually travel over to the White House 
every day to attend the meeting, but a couple of times a week I would attend that 
meeting. 

Then there was a series of meetings in — I don’t remember — I don’t recall if it 
began in 1994 or early 1995, but at some point there was a series of regularly sched- 
uled meetings dealing with upcoming events at the White House. It was a chance, 
again, for all the different departments within the White House, as well as some 
outside organizations, to come and hear about — a little less about the minutia of the 
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scheduling, a little bit more about there is an event 2 weeks from Wednesday and 
there is a dinner 3 weeks from Friday, for a broad discussion about upcoming public 
events, not private scheduled events. 

Question. Just asking a quick question about the previous category, you discussed 
the scheduling events. Were those daily meetings? 

Answer. As I understand, those meetings were held daily. There may have been 
days when they were cancelled, but it was known that at a certain time every day 
in a certain room, there was a meeting hosted by the scheduling — Office of Sched- 
uling and Advance, primarily the scheduling staff, to discuss the President’s upcom- 
ing immediate schedule in the upcoming — immediate meaning the next week. 

Question. Who — for the immediate, who chaired the meetings? 

Answer. They were run by the scheduling staff. The Director of Scheduling was 
never in those meetings. They were run by various members so on a particular Mon- 
day it might have been run by one person. I recall Stephanie Streett, for example, 
would run a meeting and then on another day a different person might have run 
the meeting. Just I think — I don’t know how their office decided who would run the 
meeting. 

Question. And the second category of meetings you were describing, the meetings 
about impending events at the i^ite House, were they regularly held meetings? For 
example, weekly or monthly? 

Answer. They would be held weekly or every couple of weeks. It was usually de- 
cided at the previous meeting, okay, we will next meet at. So in that sense, there 
was a scheduled time for a future meeting. It wasn’t necessarily every Tuesday or 
Thursday at 3:00 or every other Monday. It was just agreed upon when the next 
time a meeting needed to be held. 

Question. Were there any other recurring types of meetings that you attended at 
the White House? 

Answer. No — well, in 1994, I attended meetings in the Office of Correspondence, 
just on one special project, and that was the White House Christmas card project. 
And we did meet weekly for a period of maybe 3 to 4 months. 

Question. Did you have a pass to gain access to the White House? 

Answer. I did not have a hard pass which had my picture on it, which allowed 
me into the White House. 

Question. Did you have any type of pass? 

Answer. I did have a security clearance to allow me to present my driver’s license 
to a Secret Service desk once you enter the White House, which would then be run 
through the system where I had — where I was on what was called an access list 
and they would then present me with essentially a temporary pass that I wore while 
I was in the White House and returned when I left the White House. 

Question. Did you ever receive any type of background check for that pass? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And who conducted the background check? 

Answer. As I understand, the FBI conducts that background check. I was inter- 
viewed by an FBI agent to get my information. I know that people such as former 
employers or people at my university were contacted by the FBI. I don’t know if 
other law enforcement organizations were involved in that background check. 

Question. Do you know of any other DNC employees that had — I shouldn’t say any 
other because you told me you didn’t have a hard pass, but do you know of any DNC 
employees that had a hard pass to get into the White House? 

Mr. Lu. You mean all employees at the DNC? 

Mr. Wilson. Correct. 

The Witness. I know that Susan Lavine, while she was working with me for a 
period of time, had a hard pass with her photo on it. She had previously worked 
at the White House. Candidly, I wasn’t sure what the arrangement was, but she 
had it and seemed to be able to use it. I don’t know anyone else who had a hard 
pass with their photo on it. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did Susan Lavine have a hard pass for the entire time you worked at 
the DNC? 

Answer. I don’t recall. She certainly had a hard pass when she began at the DNC 
and she certainly had a hard pass at least 6 months into her job at the DNC, but 
it had to be reviewed at — I don’t know if the White House renews their passes on 
some regular basis, and I am not certain if her hard pass was reviewed. It is not 
something you wear around the DNC. You don’t keep your White House hard pass 
hanging around your neck. So I don’t know at what point — she may have, she may 
not. I just don’t know. 
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Question. And did you ever discuss with Susan Lavine, Lavine, where she had the 
hard pass? 

Answer. I generally recall having conversations with Susan, since she was con- 
ducting tours, and helping with tour aspects, you know, this hard pass and how 
great it must be to have a hard pass and be able to have the ability to give these 
tours. You know, you have to understand what we were trying to do in the national 
membership service was be responsive to requests, just as when I worked on Capitol 
Hill. Constituents would call and they would want a tour of the — or they would 
want a tour of the Capitol and it was nice to be able to provide that tour. Susan 
had that ability at the White House. 

So in that sense, I recall — generally recall discussing with her how she got the 
pass, and she had explained that she had worked for Mack McLarty, who was at 
one point the Chief of Staff to the President. She had worked in his office and had 
the hard pass and when she came over to the DNC, I did not know her prior to 
her arriving. I did not hire Susan. She came with a hard pass and I assumed she 
was supposed to have it. 

Question. Did any of your DNC colleagues ever ask you about why she had such 
a pass? 

Answer. I don’t recall if they asked me why she had such a pass. 

Question. It is my understanding that a significant part of your job was handling 
requests made by financial contributors or donors to the DNC. Is that correct? 

Answer. I would not characterize it that way. I would say that a significant part 
of my job was to handle requests provided to me from all departments within the 
DNC, be it political affairs, the Office of State Chairs, the Communications Depart- 
ment, the Finance Department. 

Question. When a request was made of you that involved an individual, for exam- 
ple, for a tour or for some type of event, did you have sort of a standard operating 
procedure for how to handle that request? 

Answer. Well, for tours we had a standard procedure. I would pass the request 
along to Susan and she would — you know, we had a specific number of tour tickets 
each week. Just as when I worked on Capitol Hill, as all Members of Congress get 
a small allotment of tickets they can provide to constituents, the DNC also got a 
small allotment of tickets that we could provide to our constituents. So if a tour re- 
quest came in, in that sense, yes, there was some kind of a regular logistical prac- 
tice of taking requests and moving it. For all other kinds of requests, it really was 
an issue of what is the request, how do we best handle the request, and there was 
not a specific practice. 

Question. Did you ever do any background check or analysis of any individuals 
that were mentioned in requests? 

Answer. I did not, but part of that — part of the reason for that was because it 
really wasn’t my responsibility, and I do not say that somehow to sound like I did 
not want to take responsibility. If someone came to me with a request, I trusted 
that they vetted it. If they thought it was so important that this person got some 
of our limited tickets to take a White House tour or attend an event that was occur- 
ring at the White House, they must feel that that person is important enough to 
them that they know that person well enough that they have done the background 
information they need to do that they are confident that they can submit it to me 
for me to provide that name to the White House or try to resolve the request. 

Mr. Lu. Mr. Sildon, when you just said someone, were you referring to another 
office in the DNC, when another office provided you with a name? 

The Witness. Correct. When another office, such as the Office of Political Affairs, 
had a specific request, I trusted that they did whatever background check needed 
to be done, that they vetted whatever information needed to be vetted and they pro- 
vided it to me. 

My role in our office, in membership service, was really to be the office that tried 
to do the physical work to get things accomplished. We didn’t — I didn’t meet with 
contributors in long meetings and then go and try to arrange things for them. I did 
not meet with people who might be a State chair or a strong political supporter out 
in the country. The request came — I basically dealt with DNC staff. So they would 
come to me with requests, “they” meaning various DNC staff members. I would try 
to resolve that request for them, figuring they had done whatever appropriate back- 
ground needed to be checked to determine that it was appropriate to submit the re- 
quest to me. 

Mr. Wilson. Mr. Lu, to the extent that I ask egregiously unclear questions, I have 
never objected to people clarifying them, but you will have an opportunity to ask 
questions later and would it be appropriate to leave your questions for your round? 

Mr. Lu. Well, I like to think that was a clarifying question that actually helped 
the answer. Obviously, I will keep my questions to a minimum, but I think I am 
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perfectly entitled to clarify the record. I think in this instance, actually, it actually 
helped. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you recall whether there were any instances where you did express 
concern over a particular request made of you and called somebody back to ask 
questions of them about an individual involved in a request? 

Mr. Best. You are asking him about where he had a concern about an individual 
or about the particular kind of request? 

Mr. Wilson. About the individual. 

The Witness. Could you repeat the question? 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Were there any instances where a request was made of you for some- 
thing and it involved an individual and you were — had concerns or wanted some 
clarifying information about the individual? I am not asking about what their Social 
Security was or for a White House tour or something, but any type of substantive 
concern about the individual, whether you, yourself, wanted to pass that individual 
along down the food chain. 

Answer. Not that I recall on specific requests. 

Again, many of these people I did not even know who they were. Their names 
were provided to me by a department within the DNC and as I previously stated, 
I trusted that that department did whatever vetting they needed to do so that they 
were comfortable to provide the name to me. 

As I said, I knew very few of these people and, therefore, would not have had any 
concerns about any of these people. They were just another name to me. 

Question. Was there a system within your office to keep track of requests made 
of National Membership Services? 

Answer. Initially, we had — we, being Jay Dunn and I, when Jay was the deputy, 
we set up kind of a spreadsheet where we tried to list individuals’ names and what 
we might have been able to help them accomplish, just to — I did not want to get 
the same person on a White House tour eight different times for all of their friends. 

At some point, you say, look, on November 22nd and sometime in December and 
sometime in January we have gotten you tours. I am just not going to help you this 
month. That was the only time that we actually had some kind of tracking system 
like that. 

Examination by the time the program moved over to the chairman’s office, as I 
indicated, which was only a few months after the start of the program, the process 
of tracking really was that we simply tried to keep files with contributors’ names 
on it, just so we didn’t throw out the paper and we knew who we had previously 
helped on certain projects. 

Mr. Best. You indicated, in answer to Mr. Wilson’s question, that you kept files 
on contributors. Did you only keep files on contributors? 

The Witness. Actually, no. We kept files on any individual that we tried to help 
with a request. Really, any request that came to me, regardless of what department 
it came from, I would simply start another file in the drawer so we had a reference 
of maybe a letter that they had sent or a thank you note or, you know, background 
information. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Was there a standard method of making requests of your office? Did 
people use a form or did you require people to submit something to you? 

Answer. I required DNC staff — “required” is a strong word. I asked DNC staff to 
try to fill out a form that we had created that basically provided the supporter’s 
name and address and a phone number and a fax number, in case we ever needed 
to deal directly with them. And there were occasions when I did deal directly with 
these people either to get follow-up information or to, you know, get a piece of infor- 
mation back to them. 

And so I asked staff to try to provide me with all the kind of logistical back- 
ground. 

Question. Did you provide these forms to the other offices of the DNC? 

Answer. We created a general form and kept it in the office. If you want a White 
House tour, there is a tour form to fill out, the date you would like the tour and 
all available dates and is there a local phone number. I believe we had a form for 
general requests, you know, nature of the request, background, information that we 
would need to know, again, you know, pertinent logistic kinds of information; name 
and address information. 
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Question. Were these hard copy forms, forms on paper that you would actually 
distribute to the offices? 

Answer. Uh-huh. 

Mr. Best. You have to answer, yes, to that. You went “uh-huh.” You two have 
begun a discussion rather than a question and answer. 

The Witness. I am sorry. Okay. Yes, there were forms on paper. Initially, late 
in my tenure with the program, I tried to create a form on the internal e-mail so 
that anybody could log into the database and get the form and type it at their desk 
and not have to come down to my office and fill out a form. 

It was not used very widely among DNC staff. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Were the hard copy paper forms used fairly widely? 

Answer. We asked them to. There were people who just — they were too busy to 
fill out the paper. But, yes, we asked them to fill — I would say a majority of the 
time, a request came with some kind of paper documentation. 

Question. And if there was no paper request, how would they make the request? 

Answer. They might stop by my office. They might — again, I shared an office with 
Susan and Brook, so they might poke their head in the office and talk to one of my 
colleagues, who might verbally pass it on to me or they might stop in the office and 
deal directly with Susan, because people at the DNC knew that she was conducting 
the tours and handling the kind of hospitality aspect. 

Mr. Wilson. I am showing the witness a document, which is — it is a copy of a 
check with information about a contributor underneath. 

examination by MR. WILSON: 

Question. And there is a notation on the side that says, “in,” and I think it is “AS- 
400.” And I am wondering, what is — what does the AS-400 refer to on this form? 

Answer. First of all, I want to be clear, this is not my document or my form. Since 
we just had a discussion about forms, I want to make sure that — this is not a form 
that I have ever seen before. 

But to answer your question, AS^OO was the internal DNC database. That was 
the name of the complete database, but not everyone at the DNC had access to 
every aspect of the DNC database. You had to have a password and so, for example, 
people in — in Political Affairs, I don’t believe, could just get on to AS^OO and get 
access on a contributor’s background information. 

Mr. Best. Let me also state that this document that you have shown the witness 
bears dates on it in 1996, a period well after his termination, his conclusion of his 
service at the DNC. 


examination by MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did your office have access to the AS-400 system? 

Answer. Generally, our office had access to the AS^OO system. I never — first of 
all, I didn’t have a password. Once I left the Finance Division in early 1994, I did 
not have a password and I actually did not use the AS-400 system for probably the 
last year and a half of my employment at the DNC. 

We had access to AS-400 and my staff may have used it because, again, that was 
the complete database. If you just needed to get a name and address for, you know, 
a political supporter from back in the Midwest from 5 years ago, that’s where you 
would find their name and address. And as I understand the AS-400 was also used 
by, for example, the direct marketing people, who were receiving thousands of cor- 
respondence from around the country. 

Question. Was a password required to access it? 

Answer. You had to have a password to get on to AS^OO. As I understand, that 
password only gave you access to certain accounts. As I recall, that’s how it worked. 
So certain staffs had access to certain information. Other staffs to other information. 

Question. Did you regularly — and when I say regularly, I am not asking if you 
called somebody up and said, could you give me some information on so and so — 
but did you regularly receive material that was produced by the AS^OO system? 

Answer. I never received information that was produced by the AS^OO system, 
other than perhaps trying to track down a name or address. But I never ever re- 
ceived any kind of printed information from AS-400. There were not regular re- 
ports, at least that I saw. There aren’t regular reports. 

Question. Are you referring now to your time as Director at NMS? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. Did you receive AS-400 material when you were in your position as Re- 
gional Finance Director? 
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Answer. Yes. 

Mr. Best. When you say AS^OO material, you mean computerized data derived 
from the AS-400? 

Mr. Wilson. Correct. 

The Witness. The AS-400, like any spreadsheet — like any data system, can pro- 
vide information in any manner you want it provided. So, for example, when I was 
on my way to Miami, Florida, to run a fund-raiser, I would want to get the list of 
names of past DNC supporters who lived in Florida or lived in the region. 

So in that sense, I could go into AS-400 and call up everyone in the State of Flor- 
ida who had supported the DNC since year X, whatever X is, and I could get a 
printout of those names or names and addresses or just phone numbers, just like 
any kind of data search. 

But, again, that was while I was part of the Finance Committee, doing fund-rais- 
ing in specific cities. 

When I stopped — when my role as a fund-raiser ended, and I became Director of 
National Membership Services, I did not have an account at AS-400, with AS— 400, 
because I didn’t need it. It wasn’t part of my role to get any kind of background. 
It was up to the staff to give me name and address and I didn’t need any other 
background information. 

Mr. Lu. Counsel, could I interpret, whenever we reach a good stopping point, can 
we take a break? 

Mr. Wilson. Absolutely. 

The Witness. At some point, I would like to take a break, if you think there is 
a natural break point, I would appreciate that. 

Mr. Wilson, if we can go off the record now, that would be acceptable. 

[Recess.] 

Mr. Wilson. Are we ready to go back on the record? 

Mr. Lu. Absolutely. 


examination by MR. WILSON: 

Question. In your — when you were Director of NMS, did you receive contribution 
records of individual donors? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Generally, were there limited spaces available for tours or other types 
of visits to administration buildings that you would arrange for people to go on? 

Mr. Best. I am not sure I understand. 

Mr. Lu. I am not sure I understand that. Do you mean the public tours? And I 
am also not sure what you mean by administration building. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Administration building, buildings such as the Holocaust Museum or 
the White House or Old Executive Office Building, if people requested to have a tour 
of those types of things, was there generally limited availability for those types of 
tours? 

Answer. There were a specific limited number of tickets that we were allowed to 
have for tours to the White House, the same “VIP,” in quotes, tours at the same 
times that Members of Congress, Republicans and Democratics, also had access to; 
8:15, 8:30, 8:45 in the morning. There were a limited number of tour tickets for that. 
There were not — we did not have any kind of regular allotment of tour tickets for 
any other site in the city. 

Question. Who set the number for the tickets that you were provided access to? 

Answer. Someone in 

Mr. Best. You are talking about the tours now? 

Mr. Wilson. Correct. 

The Witness. Are you talking about tours for the White House? 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 


Question. Yes. 

Answer. Somebody in the White House visitors’ office. 

Question. How would you prioritize among multiple applicants? Do you have more 
requests for a particular tour than you had tickets available? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. How would you determine between the requests? 

Answer. Very often it was first-come, first-served, just as it used to be when I 
worked on Capitol Hill. Occasionally, we would maybe have a few remaining tickets 
left, you know, two or four of our allotment left and we would have on the same 
day a request for 10 different tickets and then we would try to figure out who 
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should get those tickets. But there was no particular way that we qualified who got 
those tickets. 

Maybe somebody had tried a month before and didn’t get them so we would pro- 
vide them to that particular person the next time around. Or somebody who was 
traveling all the way from California and they were only going to be here for one 
day and that was the only day they could go and we happened to have two tickets 
for that day. So primarily it was first-come, first-served, though. 

Question. Was the size of a financial contribution ever used to help make the de- 
termination? 

Answer. Well, again I did not have access to the financial records and I think 
there were times when we knew that based on, you know, someone saying, look, I 
really would like to help this person get a tour, you know, they are — you know, they 
are strong supporters of the party, but I never knew specific dollar amounts, who 
gave what. Very often I wouldn’t find that information out until I read it in the 
paper when the Post would do their quarterly list of contributors. 

Question. When people used the request form that you provided to the various of- 
fices for making requests for tours, or whatever else the request forms were used 
for, was there a system for people to indicate how much they wanted you to be able 
to respond affirmatively? 

Answer. Well, I provided a space for — I don’t recall specifically what I called it, 
but, you know, additional information or background or something — whatever they 
wrote, they wrote. But I did not have a specific language that asked for a contribu- 
tion level and, again, I want to remind you I was taking care of — or trying to help 
all departments within the DNC. So contributions were not the sole focus on what 
I was looking at. 

I also would like to maybe state the obvious, which is while finance may have 
thought that their group of constituents was the most important, so did political and 
so did the Communications Department. Political didn’t care how much money 
someone gave. They were more interested in the person who went out and put door 
hangers on 10,000 houses. To them that was important. So it did not matter to me 
how much money someone gave. I was just trying to be responsive to all the dif- 
ferent staff people at the DNC who were trying to be responsive to all of their con- 
stituent bases around the country within their divisions. 

Question. Did you ever receive instructions or any type of indication from the 
White House that somebody should be given priority to receive a particular type 
of — to be helped by your office? 

Answer. Absolutely not. 

Question. Did you ever have access to any computer databases of names of indi- 
viduals generated by the DNC? 

Answer. Well, as we talked about before, the AS^OO system was the database 
collection and repository for the whole DNC. 

Question. I am asking you — you have indicated you didn’t have a password. Was 
there any other type of database or repository that you used that gave you names 
of individuals? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. What do the terms “trustee” — and these are terms of art “trustee” and 
“managing trustee” mean? 

Answer. Those were donor councils at the DNC. 

Question. Specifically, do you recall what trustee category — what was required to 
be in the trustee category? 

Answer. I don’t recall because their requirements changed over the course of the 
years and, again, that wasn’t relevant to my responsibilities. 

Question. Do you recall what was required to be part of the managing trustee cat- 
egory? 

Answer. Again, as I just stated. A, I was not a member of the Finance Division 
beyond 1993, and B, the amounts that were requested of members — or requested of 
supporters to become members of these donor councils was changing. 

Question. Did you ever arrange for meetings between individuals who were re- 
ferred to your office and White House staff? 

Answer. I generally recall trying to make a connection between two people. I don’t 
specifically recall who in the White House I might have asked to meet with some- 
one, but, again, that would have only been because a DNC staffer would have come 
to me and said, I really need person X or can you help me get person X to meet 
with staff person X. 

Mr. Lu. Counsel, I am not sure if your question is looking at the — are we now 
focused strictly on the national membership’s time as opposed to a specific fund-rais- 
er? 
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Mr. Wilson. I am actually wanting to focus at this point on the National Member- 
ship Services. 

Mr. Best. His answer seems to be with regard to meetings with regard to DNC 
staff personnel and White House personnel. You used the word “individuals” and 
I am not sure what you meant by that. 

Mr. Wilson. Right. And I will re-ask the question for clarity’s sake. 

Question. Did you ever receive names of non-DNC employees for suggested meet- 
ings with White House staff? 

Answer. I don’t specifically recall that occurring. It certainly may have, and if 
someone knew that perhaps I knew someone at the White House, a staff person 
might have got in touch with me on behalf of one of their constituents, again, be 
it the political division or the communications division. 

Question. Do you recall whether the request forms that you circulated to the of- 
fices were ever used to make a request of your office that you facilitate or set up 
a meeting between a non-DNC employee and somebody in the White House? 

Answer. It’s possible. I don’t specifically recall, but it certainly is possible. 

Question. Do you recall whether there was anyone at the DNC who was in charge 
of facilitating meetings between non-DNC employees and administration officials? 

Mr. Best. Now we are going from meetings at the White House? 

Mr. Wilson. I am asking again about the NMS staff. 

Mr. Best. You have now enlarged it from White House staff to administration of- 
ficials? 

Mr. Wilson. Correct. Correct. 

The Witness. There were times when I was responsible for that. There also were 
a lot of people at the DNC who had relationships around town. They had worked 
with these people during campaigns or they knew them socially and also formed a 
professional relationship where they would just call them directly. So there were 
certainly times when I would make phone calls out into the administration. And as 
I previously indicated, it is certainly possible that I made phone calls to staff people 
at the White House on behalf of the DNC constituents who, as I indicated, could 
be from political or any other department, the chairman’s office. 

But that doesn’t mean that I exclusively, I, meaning I or my staff, exclusively 
were the ones who made such contacts because there were all kinds of people out 
there who had their own relationships. 

examination by MR. WILSON: 

Question. Well, avoiding personal contacts where somebody might call a friend 
and attempt to get something done, was your office the office that people would turn 
to if they wanted to suggest that a non-DNC employee meet with a White House 
or an administration employee? 

Answer. Even making the void which you just made, there is nothing which pro- 
hibited some, you know — not that — not that a staff person is a lone ranger, but 
nothing to prohibit some staff person from picking up the phone and calling an office 
around the administration. So while sometimes staff would come to me and help me 
to ask with an initial phone call, for all I know they were making their own phone 
calls and calling out to the administration themselves, or the White House to a staff 
person themselves. 

Question. Understood. I am just trying to get a sense of whether that was one 
of the purposes or functions of the request forms that you circulated to other offices, 
was to be used for that type of purpose, if somebody wanted to use it for any pur- 
pose. 

Answer. I believe this will help answer the question. That request form was a 
catchall request form. If you have either seen it or will see it, it is a very vague, 
general form that asks for people’s names and addresses and phone numbers and 
nature of the request. And so it could be for anything, and we got requests for any- 
thing: Can you recommend a good golf course? I am coming to Washington. Some- 
body would write it on paper and give it to me and I would have to respond to it. 

You know, or my kids are coming to town, what are fun things to do with kids 
for 3 days in Washington? Or it certainly is possible that the form could be used 
for anything, including interest in having a meeting or getting a tour or the kinds 
of things that we were talking about. 

Question. Did you ever have discussions with DNC colleagues while you were di- 
rector of the NMS about using White House, for want of a better term, perks as 
a means of raising financial contributions? 

Mr. Lu. I am not sure I understand the term “White House perks.” I mean, if 
the witness understands that term. 
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Mr. Best. I have less problem with that aspect of your question than the portion 
that deals with raising money. I am not sure if you are saying that you — the use 
of this, that it should be linked to the availability of a tour of the White House. 

Mr. Wilson. Or just using the carrot of a visit to the White House or a night in 
the Lincoln bedroom or a visit to a particular event as a means of stimulating peo- 
ple to contribute money. 

Mr. Best. And the question is: Have you ever had conversations of that nature? 

The Witness. Well, I don’t recall having such conversations. Again, I was not con- 
cerned about the fund-raising aspects exclusively. I was trying to be helpful to all 
of our constituents and figure out ways that we could be responsive to all of our 
constituents. So I don’t recall having conversations. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Understood that you weren’t concerned about fund-raising exclusively, 
but to the extent that you were concerned about fund-raising, did you have discus- 
sions with how — and again this is in the time that you were director of NMS — 
White House benefits, benefits being access to the White House or any other type 
of — you know, that somebody might not have public access to but might like to have 
access to, how they might be used to stimulate people to contribute money? 

Mr. Best. I am sure that the witness has testified that he had a concern about 
fund-raising, which was one of the predicates of your question that you just formed. 
I believe his testimony has to do with providing service to the finance department, 
as well as the other departments and offices at the DNC. 

But to the extent that you can answer his question, you may do so. Perhaps the 
best thing is to maybe reformulate it. 

Mr. Wilson. Just to clarify, Mr. Sildon indicated that he wasn’t exclusively con- 
cerned about something, and I interpret that to mean that, therefore, there was 
some concern, given that it wasn’t exclusive, there was some small concern. 

The Witness. Perhaps I choose — this was a matter of semantics. I probably 
should have said specifically concerned about fund-raising as opposed to exclusively. 
Again, I trusted that the people who worked at the DNC in the finance division 
were doing their job to raise whatever money they needed to raise. My responsibility 
was not necessarily one of making sure that they were meeting their financial tar- 
gets. 

Mine was a responsibility of being responsive to that department, as well as the 
chairman’s office, and political, and the Office of State Chairs, and anyone else at 
the DNC that might seek some kind of assistance for them to all better do their 
jobs. 

And so maybe exclusively was the wrong word. I guess I should say I wasn’t spe- 
cifically aware of the financial implications and how it might help a division, be- 
cause that wasn’t my specific charge as Director of National Membership Services. 

examination by MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you ever make any suggestions to any of your — of DNC colleagues, 
either in NMS or in other divisions, as to how you might use to better advantage 
for fund-raising purposes access to the White House or other similar and for want 
of a better word I will use perks? 

Mr. Lu. I am sorry. Could you read that question back. 

[The reporter read back as requested.] 

The Witness. Again, it was not my responsibility to be — I was trying to be re- 
sponsive. 

Mr. Best. No. He asked you if you had conversations. You are explaining why you 
didn’t have conversations but you never say whether or not you had such conversa- 
tions. 

The Witness. Thank you. And, no, I have not — I don’t recall having such con- 
versations. 


examination by MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you know if the White House mess was ever used to entertain sup- 
porters, DNC supporters? 

Answer. I don’t know. I didn’t have mess privileges. 

Question. Did you ever facilitate individuals — any individual’s use of the White 
House mess? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Do you know if anybody in your office helped people to go over and eat 
at the White House mess? 

Answer. Again, I don’t recall. 
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Question. Did you ever send any names of people to be considered as White House 
overnight guests, send to the White House such names? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever receive requests — a request from anybody at the DNC 
about having somebody spend the night at the White House? 

Answer. I am sorry. Can you repeat the question? 

Question. Did you ever receive a request from anybody at the DNC about helping 
somebody to go and spend the night at the White House? 

Answer. Again, I don’t recall that. 

Question. Do you recall whether you ever received a request from a non-DNC per- 
son to help them to spend the night at the White House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know how somebody who is interested in spending the night at 
the White House might go about getting an invitation to spend the night at the 
White House? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Question. Did anyone ever discuss with you whether the President was interested 
in having people stay at the White House? 

Answer. No. I don’t believe I ever had such a conversation. 

Question. Do you know if places were reserved on either Air Force One or Air 
Force Two for DNC supporters? 

Answer. I am not aware of spots being reserved. 

Question. Did you ever have any discussions with DNC colleagues as to whether 
it was a good idea to have Air Force One or Air Force Two places reserved for DNC 
supporters? 

Answer. Actually, I should tell you that in 1993 I was told specifically by — well, 
I remember this information being discussed. I don’t recall who I talked to about 
it, but we were told — I was told that DNC supporters were not going to be able to 
be on Air Force One, and I never thought twice about it again. 

It was someone at the White House, I believe maybe in political affairs. The dis- 
cussion came up while I was fund-raising for an event in Miami, one of the first 
events. The President was going to fly down. There were discussions about, well, 
the Republicans used to have people fly up to Washington and get on Air Force One 
with the President and travel with him to event sites, and there were all these peo- 
ple in Florida who knew that that occurred, and they wanted to go to Washington 
to get on Air Force One or actually in this case to get on the Vice President’s plane 
and fly down with the Vice President so they could get off the plane with the Vice 
President and walk down the steps with the Vice President in their hometown. 

And I was specifically told, though I don’t recall by whom at the White House, 
I was specifically told by the Office of Political Affairs that will not happen. And 
don’t ask. And I never asked again, ever. 

Question. And to the best of your recollection, was this — did this take place when 
you were regional finance director? 

Answer. Did what take place? 

Question. The conversation or communication that you have just alluded to. 

Answer. Yes, that was while I was in the finance division trying to deal with lo- 
gistics of a particular event. 

Question. Do you know if places were reserved at White House private dinners 
for financial contributors to the DNC? 

Answer. I know that the 

Mr. Best. He is asking about financial contributors. Listen to the question. 

The Witness. I appreciate that. 

Mr. Best. Okay. 

The Witness. There were no spots ever reserved for DNC people, period. There 
would be times when the White House might say, we are having a dinner and if 
there are people that you think are important to attend the dinner, you might pro- 
vide us with a few names. But there was no guarantee that the names that we sent 
over would get into the dinner. 

There were no specific slots assigned; gee, we have got X number of slots which 
you can fill. And certainly, those people, if we did send over names, weren’t nec- 
essarily finance contributors. The White House would say, if you want to send over 
a few names, you can send over a few names. They might all be from the chairman’s 
office or they might all be political supporters. And there is no guarantee that any 
of them got in. And, in fact, frankly a lot of times our names weren’t put into 
events. 
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EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Are you aware of this from your time as director of the NMS? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. And did you sometimes receive phone calls like the one you have just 
described or communications like the ones you have just described? 

Answer. We had previously discussed meetings that occurred about events at the 
White House. During those meetings, they would indicate, there is a dinner in 3 
weeks and there is a large event on the South Lawn in 6 weeks and if you want 
to submit some names, we will consider them among the many names that we are 
considering for an event. 

So while I was — those conversations occurred while I was director of the program, 
attending those meetings. 

Question. While you were director at NMS, did you ever receive a request from 
the White House to provide names of certain categories of financial contributors for 
one of these types of events? 

Answer. I am sorry. I need you to repeat the specific question again. 

Question. I will ask the reporter to help me out. 

The Witness. No. 

Mr. Best. What do you mean by specific categories? 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you ever get a phone call where somebody might have said some- 
thing like, we are having a dinner, can you send over some names of managing 
trustees? 

Answer. No. 

Question. And going from that, that is a specific question going to a very general 
question. Do you recall any instance where the White House mentioned that there 
would be an event of any sort and they were interested in having names that would 
be delineated by amount of contribution or amount of support to the DNC? 

Mr. Lu. I am going to object to that question. I think Mr. Sildon has already testi- 
fied repeatedly that the services were not distributed based on financial contribu- 
tions. In fact, he never even had access to that information. So if he wants to an- 
swer the question, he can. 

Mr. Wilson. That wasn’t my question. That wasn’t even implicit in my question. 

Mr. Lu. You are asking him whether the White House called asking for names 
of people based on contributions. 

Mr. Wilson. Correct. 

Mr. Lu. What I am saying is that Mr. Sildon has already testified he never had 
access to financial information about the supporters. 

Mr. Wilson. That wouldn’t prevent the question being asked of him. 

Mr. Lu. I will object to the question. 

Mr. Wilson. That wouldn’t prevent the question being asked of him at all. 

Mr. Lu. I think we have gone through this. 

The Witness. I will 

Mr. Best. Let them finish. 

Are you finished? 

Mr. Wilson. Yes. 

The Witness. My answer is no. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you ever discuss requests made on behalf of individuals for the indi- 
vidual being put on a board or a commission? 

Answer. Well, I generally recall discussions about boards and commissions, but 
I don’t remember if that was just hearing conversations or somebody specifically 
asked me. But I didn’t handle boards and commissions. 

Question. Do you know who at the DNC might have been more directly involved 
in handling requests of that nature? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Question. Did the DNC ever use the President’s box at the Kennedy Center? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Just by way of background, because I literally don’t know this, how 
often did the President or does the President have access to events at the Kennedy 
Center? 

Answer. I don’t know, because I don’t work for the President — I didn’t work for 
the President. 
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Question. Have you ever had conversations with people who do work with the 
President where they have indicated to you that the President has access to the 
Kennedy Center? 

Answer. I don’t recall those conversations. 

Question. You mentioned the DNC did use the President’s box at the Kennedy 
Center. For what purpose? 

Answer. To allow supporters to watch events that were occurring at the Kennedy 
Center. 

Question. How frequently did that occur? 

Answer. How frequently did what occur? 

Question. DNC supporters using the President’s box? 

Answer. Maybe a couple of times a month. You know, there were — there were 
three halls at the Kennedy Center so I would say a couple of times a month total 
amongst all three halls, matinee and evening and weekend performances. 

Question. That actually goes to my earlier question. Again, I don’t know what the 
background is, but is it your understanding that the President has space reserved 
for all performances in all venues within the Kennedy Center? 

Answer. Well, your previous question was, how often does the President have ac- 
cess to these. And I answered, I don’t know how often President Bill Clinton had 
access to his box. If you are asking about the President’s box, I mean, it is his box. 
They don’t rent that out to other people. They don’t sell that to the public. That’s 
a privately reserved box, just as any corporation, I assume, can lease a box at the 
Kennedy Center. 

So he, therefore — I don’t know about him and that’s why I answered your pre- 
vious question as I did. If you are asking about other things, if you want to restate 
the question, I would be happy to try and answer it. 

Question. That gives me all the background I need. 

Who, within the White House, was in charge of access to the President’s box? 

Answer. A woman named Debi Schiff was the person to whom I believe the Ken- 
nedy Center sent the tickets. 

Question. Did she ever contact you offering you use of tickets 

Answer. Yes. 

Question [continuing]. For events? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you ever contact her asking for tickets for specific events or specific 
nights? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. How often would you do that? 

Answer. Well, I certainly probably contacted her a few more times than she was 
able to help out. There appeared to be many people, including White House staff 
and administration staff, who also put in requests to get — sit in these seats, and 
so I don’t recall specifically how many times I contacted her. It wasn’t a significant 
number, but it was an occasional number. Someone was in from out of town. 

Question. Did you send out formal invitations to the people for whom you were 
helping to get tickets to the Kennedy Center? 

Mr. Best. What is a formal invitation as compared to just a regular invitation? 

Mr. Wilson. Actually, I will rephrase that. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you send out invitations of any sort to people, written, in advance 
invitations? 

Answer. Not that I recall. And very often we did not get these tickets until the 
very last moment. You know, a phone call at 4:00 for a 7:00 performance. And often- 
times we were called to say if a staff person wanted to go, is there someone over 
there who would like to go? We have two tickets for tonight that aren’t going to be 
used. 

Question. Do you recall whether there was a special arrangement between the 
White House and the DNC for access to Presidential tickets on any particular night 
of the week? 

Answer. We are still referring to the Kennedy Center? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. Again, not that I recall. I mean, I don’t think the Kennedy Center had 
a regular schedule so that we could have automatically had, you know, every Satur- 
day matinee, for example, because they might not have a Saturday matinee. 

Mr. Wilson. I would just like to provide Mr. Sildon with a document. It is a 
memorandum to Eric Sildon from Jay Dunn dated September 2, 1993. 
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EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. It is my understanding that this is — was a memo that you had received 
when you were regional finance director in the finance department. Am I correct on 
that time frame? 

Answer. That — the time frame would look right, that’s correct. 

Question. And the bit I direct your attention to is the first sentence on the second 
bullet point, which reads, we have the box every Thursday evening for performances 
at the Kennedy Center. 

Is this an accurate statement? 

Mr. Best. Is what accurate? Did he get the memo or was Dunn correct when he 
made that statement? 

Mr. Wilson. Correct. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Was Dunn correct when he made this statement? 

Answer. I have no reason to think that Jay would have written that to me if that 
wasn’t the case, but it doesn’t refresh my memory. 

Question. Do you recall receiving this memorandum? 

Answer. I don’t recall receiving it, but I am — no, I don’t recall receiving this 
memo. 

Question. Do you recall any conversations that you participated in wherein it was 
discussed having regular access to a box on a particular night of the week at the 
Kennedy Center? 

Mr. Best. We are now referring to the period in 1993, when he was regional 

Mr. Wilson. To any time at all during employment at the DNC. 

The Witness. About a specific evening? 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 


Question. Right. 

Answer. Again, I don’t recall such conversations. 

Question. Did you ever receive any requests from Mark Middleton expressing an 
interest in having financial contributors to the DNC use the President’s Kennedy 
Center box? 

Mr. Lu. Again, we are talking about this time in September of 1993 or at the time 
that he was in National Membership Services? 

Mr. Wilson. If you could read the question, I believe I asked “did you ever.” So 
my question is, did you ever. 

If I could ask the reporter to read the question back. 

Mr. Best. We will assume that’s what you asked in terms of responding. 

The Witness. I don’t recall having such conversations with Mark. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you recall any conversations where Mr. Middleton requested that 
you help him obtain Kennedy Center Presidential box tickets? 

Answer. Well, I don’t recall such conversations and I — not to belabor this point, 
but Mark worked at the White House in the chief of staffs office. I don’t know why 
Mark would call me to get tickets that were at the White House. First of all, we 
didn’t get tickets very often, as I have previously stated; just a couple of times a 
month. So I don’t see any logic to why he would have contacted me to get something 
that, frankly, his place of work controlled. 

Question. Do you know who invited DNC supporters to Presidential radio address- 
es? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did your office ever invite individuals to attend Presidential radio ad- 
dresses? 

Answer. Well, I need to clarify for just a minute. We never invited anyone. If 
somebody came to us and said — if a DNC staff person came to me and said, there 
is somebody I would like to try to get into a radio address, I just as a matter of 
form had a memo to a staff person at the White House that I just would change 
the person’s name and send it over with their date of birth and social security ask- 
ing the White House to consider inviting them. It didn’t mean that the White House 
necessarily did it. I couldn’t issue the invitation because I didn’t have a regular slot 
to put people into a radio address. 

Question. Do you recall who your form memorandum would be addressed to? 

Answer. Well, there were a couple of different people, I believe, who were working 
that department. David Levy was the person who most often, I believe, I sent the 
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memos to. But David wasn’t there the entire time. I don’t think he was in that role 
initially, and there may be others as well. But I do recall David Levy. 

Question. Do you know what people were instructed to do if they were to attend 
a radio address? I am asking for mechanics here, where they would go, who they 
would report to, what they would have to do to actually listen in to the address? 

Answer. I am not sure how this is relevant to my job at the DNC. 

Question. No, I am just asking you whether you do know, to the extent you might 
have forwarded requests along to help facilitate somebody attending a radio ad- 
dress. Do you know what they had to do when they actually attended? 

Answer. I generally know what they had to do. 

Question. And in a general sense, what was required of them? 

Answer. They would go to a previously designated gate. White House gate, as de- 
termined by white House staff, where they would present identification. I am guess- 
ing there was some kind of list but I don’t know that for certain. 

They would then be directed towards the — towards the West Wing lobby, I as- 
sume, and then somebody from the West Wing lobby would take them from there 
to wherever they needed to go, wherever the radio address was occurring. 

Question. Do you know where the radio addresses were broadcast from? 

Answer. I understand the location of the radio address has changed based on a 
variety of circumstances. 

Question. Do you know whether the President held any regular lunches for CEOs 
or for businesses? 

Answer. I very vaguely recall hearing about — well, perhaps I more generally recall 
hearing about — that there was some kind of gathering for CEO lunches. Frankly, 
that rings a bell. 

Question. Do you know if DNC supporters were invited to any of these lunches? 

Answer. Well, again I just — I kind of generally remember that these lunches were 
occurring, but I don’t think I have enough recollection about the lunch to be able 
to specifically answer a question like that. 

Mr. Best. Was it something that you did in your position in Membership Serv- 
ices? 

The Witness. I really don’t recall. It wasn’t something that I did regularly. Like 
if you asked me, did we handle White House tours, I could tell you yes because we 
did it every week. I don’t recall any kind of regular lunch or that I was responsible 
for placing people in any kind of lunch like that. But I will say that it does sound 
familiar that such a lunch may have occurred, but I don’t know if it was on a reg- 
ular basis or who attended. But I do recall that there — generally recall. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you know if any spaces at these types of lunches were set aside for 
DNC supporters? 

Answer. I don’t. I don’t know that. 

Question. Did you ever 

Mr. Best. You used the term “supporter” and you have used it before, and I take 
it you mean a fund — in a fund-raising capacity. Because the term “supporter” is a 
more generic term in the political business. I understand to include as a supporter 
someone who goes out and does political outreach is a supporter. So that I am a 
little — I am a little concerned that what you mean by the term “supporter” when 
you use it. 

Mr. Wilson. Well, what I do mean is that a financial contributor would be a sub- 
set of the term “supporter” and the term “supporter” is a very wide universe of peo- 
ple who could be volunteer workers or columnists who write articles favorably. It 
could encompass many different things. If there was indication, I would probably 
attempt to go and be a little more definite. I ask these across the board. If I am 
asking these questions and there is just a straight no, then that enables me to move 
on. 

The Witness. Great. 

Mr. Wilson. And I will attempt not to belabor points that are just completely un- 
known to you. 

Mr. Best. That’s helpful. Thank you. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you know, did you ever help to arrange for meetings with the Vice 
President? Having just come down from this supporter dialogue, any type of indi- 
vidual that would be referred to you as somebody, I would like you to help this indi- 
vidual to get a meeting with the Vice President, who is a supporter? 
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Mr. Lu. I think he has already testified in his capacity as a fund-raiser that he 
arranged events for the Vice President. I assume you are talking about in his second 
role at the DNC. 

Mr. Wilson. Well, my understanding is that if somebody arranged events for the 
Vice President that doesn’t necessarily mean that he is helping an individual get 
a meeting with the Vice President. 

Mr. Lu. Well, I don’t know if we have established it or not, but what Mr. Sildon 
testified to 

Mr. Wilson. So I asked a very different question. 

The Witness. Why don’t you tell me if — are you asking in my role — I am sorry. 
But we just keep jumping back and forth between my fund-raising responsibilities 
in 1993 and my service and constituent responsibilities in ’94 and ’95. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. It makes it difficult. 

Answer. Yes, it does make it difficult. 

Question. I will ask one and then I will ask the other. 

Answer. Okay. 

Question. In your role as regional finance director, did you ever set up meetings 
between an individual and the Vice President or help to set up meetings? 

Answer. One-on-one meetings? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Did you ever set up small group meetings between individuals and the 
Vice President? 

Answer. In advance of a fund-raising event, there might be a small gathering of 
20 people in a room to greet the Vice President when he arrives at a hotel to shake 
his hand. 

Question. In your capacity as director of the NMS, did you ever attempt to facili- 
tate one-on-one meetings with the Vice President? 

Answer. Again, not that I recall. 

Question. Did the DNC ever issue invitations to people to attend movies at the 
White House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever help to facilitate people going to attend a movie at the 
White House? 

Answer. Candidly, I may have, but I don’t recall. 

Question. Do you know if you ever received schedules of movies in advance? 

Answer. No. 

Question. You don’t know or you didn’t receive any schedules? 

Answer. I don’t believe that I received a schedule of movies indicating that on this 
night they are showing this movie and on this night they are showing that movie. 

Question. Do you recall whether you ever helped — and this is exclusively at the 
time period when you were director of NMS — to facilitate a lunch between somebody 
and Mack McLarty? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Did you ever receive any requests for individuals to have lunch with Ira 
Magaziner? 

The Witness. Can we take a break for just a minute? 

Mr. Best. Sure. We can take a break any time. 

Mr. Wilson. That’s all right. 

The Witness. Excuse me just one second. 

Mr. Wilson. Surely. 

[Discussion off the record.] 

Mr. Wilson. If we could go back on the record. If you will, please, read back the 
last question that I asked. 

[The reporter read back as requested.] 

The Witness. I don’t recall that, but I need to state, you know, this was 3 and 
4 years ago and I just don’t recall every request that came to me or every memo 
I may or may not have written. If you have information that you would like to pro- 
vide to me or show to me, if there is something I ought to see, I would be happy 
to look at it and try to respond. But as far as generally what do I recall from a 
job that occurred in some cases more than 3 years ago, I don’t recall that. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you ever have requests brought to your attention for people to use 
the President’s box at the Warner Theater or Wolf Trap? 
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Answer. No, not that I recall. 

Question. Did you ever work to — did you ever help people to have their photo- 
graphs taken with the President? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. How did that process work? 

Answer. Well, I am not sure it was a process. That was a pretty general question. 
You know, if somebody is attending an event that’s at the White House and they 
want to get their picture taken with the President, I might contact someone at the 
White House and give them that head’s up. 

But, again, it was simply to pass along information to someone over there to make 
them aware of it. 

Mr. Best. Let me ask this: A photo opportunity with the President was not a — 
was not an isolated event; was it? It was always in conjunction with attendance at 
another function at the White House? 

The Witness. As far as I know, that’s correct. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Which anticipates my next question. Were there situations where you 
would get a request for an isolated event for somebody to go up and have their pic- 
ture taken with the President, outside of an event, outside of some prescheduled 
event? 

Answer. You mean that someone, a staff person at the DNC would contact me 
and say, we have heard from so and so and they would like to go over to the White 
House and get their picture taken with the President? 

Question. Correct. 

Answer. It is possible. I don’t think that there was any kind of specific formula 
for that. I don’t — I certainly on a regular basis was not sending requests over to the 
White House that a certain person wanted to come over and have a one-on-one and 
while they were there have their photo taken. 

Question. Do you remember any specific instances where somebody did go over 
and have their picture taken outside of going to an official event? 

Answer. I don’t recall any situation like that. 

Question. Did you have any requests while you were director of NMS to get photo- 
graphs signed by the President? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And how would you generally get that done? 

Answer. All photos I would send over to the Office of Political Affairs and let them 
handle it however they did, whether it was an auto pen or a real picture of the 
President. That was something that they handled. 

Question. And by that, do you mean the Office of Political Affairs in the White 
House? 

Answer. I am sorry, in the White House, correct. 

Question. Do you recall whether DNC supporters were ever sent birthday cards 
from the President? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you know how people were selected to receive a birthday card from 
the President? 

Answer. Are you talking about people meaning DNC supporters? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. I would simply send a request over to the White House and, you know, 
somebody said to me that for something innocuous like a, you know, a form — it is 
not an actual letter from the President. Usually it was a card or maybe it was some 
kind of form letter that they just ginned out, you know, send a request over to polit- 
ical affairs and say this person is turning 65 or 80 or 50 or their child is turning 
16, can the President send a birthday letter? 

Question. Was this always done on a case-by-case basis? 

Answer. Well, again, it wasn’t up to — as I previously stated, I wasn’t the person 
vetting the request. If somebody thought it was important enough that they came 
to me, you know, I would send it over. It is up to the White House whether or not 
they want to fulfill the request. And it was up to some person previous to me as 
to whether it was worthwhile enough to submit to me to submit to the White House. 
I was simply being a conduit between departments that had requests and the appro- 
priate place at the White House that would consider whether they wanted to resolve 
the request. 

Question. Did you ever receive requests for a card to go to more than one individ- 
ual at any one time? And by that I mean, did anybody ever give you a list of people 
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and say, could you please arrange for these people to get birthday cards from the 
President? 

Answer. Well, we only — I mean, it is possible. Is there more — I tended to make 
a request for a birthday card around the time of somebody’s birthday. Are you ask- 
ing did I send over a list of 10,000 people and say, here are the birthdays, fire at 
will? I don’t recall doing that. 

Mr. Wilson. I would like to show the witness a memorandum, which it is dated 
November 29, 1993, and it is to a number of people who are not designated by last 
names from somebody named Tara. 

The Witness. I see it. 

Mr. Wilson. There is a handwritten note on the bottom of this memo that reads, 
“Eric, Pis. see me about the birthday project Ceandra started,” and “Thx,” I believe, 
“Martha.” 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. First does the “Eric” referred to in this note refer to you? 

Answer. I don’t know. I would assume so. 

Question. Do you recall seeing this particular memorandum? 

Answer. I actually do not recall seeing this. 

Question. Do you know what the birthday project was? 

Answer. I do not. 

Question. There is what I believe is a name here in this note. I think it would 
be pronounced Ceandra, C-E-A-N-D-R-A. 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. Who is that individual? 

Answer. Well, I only know one Ceandra, so I am assuming it is Ceandra Scott, 
who did work in the chairman’s office at the DNC and reported to Martha Phipps. 
And at the top of the memo it indicates Martha Phipps, so I am assuming. 

Question. Do you recall any discussions about something that was termed “the 
birthday project”? 

Answer. I do not. 

Question. Do you recall whether you ever sent a list of DNC trustees to the White 
House? 

Answer. If I sent a list of DNC trustees to the White House? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. The complete trustee list? 

Question. Well, any list. You know, I am not asking for knowledge of a specific 
list, but do you recall whether you ever sent over a list of trustees, be it inclusive 
or partial, to the White House? 

Mr. Best. You mean in response to this memorandum 

Mr. Wilson. No. 

Mr. Best. — of 11-29. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. No. In general, do you recall ever submitting a list of trustees, DNC 
trustees, to the White House for any reason? 

Answer. I don’t recall that but — I don’t recall that. 

Question. Do you recall whether there was any discussion among your colleagues 
in the general time period that this memorandum is dated, and the memorandum 
is not dated — I will make that clear for the record — it is dated November 29, with 
no year. There is a fax transmission at the top which indicates that it was faxed 
from somebody to somebody on November 29, 1993. So, again, I assume this is the 
time that you were regional finance director at the DNC. 

Do you recall whether there were any conversations that either you participated 
in or you overheard that involved having a list of trustees sent to the White House? 

Answer. No. And I also would like to add, I can recall that around that time I 
was in Philadelphia because I was responsible for a fund-raising event with the 
President in Philadelphia that occurred, I believe, the first week in December 1993, 
and I was in Philadelphia for about 3 weeks. 1 mean, I remember coming from 
Philadelphia to Washington to come home for Thanksgiving and then driving back 
to Philadelphia. So on 11-29 I would not have even been in Washington. 

Question. When you were regional finance director, do you recall whether the 
White House ever provided the DNC with a list of birthdays? 

Answer. I don’t recall that. 

Question. Speaking of either when you were regional finance director or director 
of the NMS, did you ever see any list of names that were provided to you or to the 
DNC by the White House? 
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Mr. Lu. What types of names? 

Mr. Best. Yes. 

Mr. Wilson. Names of individuals, people. 

Mr. Best. For what purpose? 

The Witness. From the White House back to me? 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 


Question. Correct. 

Answer. That’s such a vague — it’s such a broad question. I mean 

Mr. Best. Can you elucidate in any way? 

Mr. Wilson. I am trying to be very vague, actually. Thus far, I think my under- 
standing is that there have not been lists of any sort passed back and forth between 
the DNC and the White House that you are aware of 

Now, I should clarify that. I could take that out of your — the realms of when you 
were in the fund-raising capacity because I have no interest in knowing whether 
there were names sent back and forth when you were a fund-raiser at the DNC. 

But from the time that you were director of National Membership Services, do you 
recall whether you would get a database or a spread sheet of names from the White 
House for any purpose? And, you know, to not be so mysterious, my understanding 
is that a lot of what you were involved in doing was facilitating requests, helping 
people get things done, and pretty much ad hoc situations where a few people would 
do one thing or maybe more than a few people, but I am trying to determine wheth- 
er there was a reason for the White House to send you any list of names of individ- 
uals. 

The Witness. Not that I recall. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Are you familiar with the White House database? 

Answer. I am only familiar with it in the sense that I have read about it in the 
newspaper. 

Question. Is your knowledge of the White House database, then, confined exclu- 
sively to media reports about its existence? 

Answer. That’s correct. 

Question. Do you know if anybody in your office ever had access to the White 
House database? And your office being the National Membership Services office. 

Answer. I need you to define what the White House database was. 

Question. Well, I mean I am asking you that question, in terms of are you familiar 
with something that was called the “White House database”? 

Answer. As I previously stated, the only information I know about, a broad data- 
base referred to a term of art, the White House database, is what I have read in 
the newspaper. 

Question. Did either you or any of your employees or colleagues in the NMS have 
access to any White House computer database? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And what was that? 

Answer. In the social secretary’s office, there was a — as I understood it, it was 
their own internal list of people that had attended social secretary events such as 
a jazz festival for a thousand people on the South Lawn or fireworks on the 4th of 
July or a private dinner. And there would be occasion to almost exclusively call over 
to the White House and say, in response to a White House request from a different 
area, without getting into too many tangents, somebody at the White House would 
say there is an upcoming event and if you would like to submit a few names, you 
may do so. 

Again, as I previously stated, no guarantee that those people were getting in. 
Those weren’t names submitted for specific slots; it is just we are doing an event, 
if you would like to submit some names we will consider them in the big list of 
names. 

So in trying to figure out who to submit, I think there was an interest not to keep 
putting in the same people. It wasn’t fair for someone to go three times if someone 
else hadn’t gotten to go to the South Lawn. 

In that regard, we might call over and say, here are 10 names but we only get 
to submit 3, can you help us figure out who has been, because we might think that 
a person, a DNC supporter, had never been to the White House and later we find 
out they have been four times because we didn’t invite them, the White House, of 
course, invites them. So we wanted to try to preclude the same people being invited 
over and over again. 
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So I might occasionally call over to say, I have a chance to submit a few names 
as a request in response to — in response to a request from a different department. 
Can you help me find out if any of these people have been there at all? And they 
might respond back accordingly. 

Question. And who did you call for help of that nature? 

Answer. Oh, just staff in the social secretary’s office. 

Question. Did they ever send you lists of names so that you could check yourself 
as to whether people had attended or not? 

Answer. No. And as a matter of fact, they were pretty clear about the fact that 
that was not the kind of information that they could ever provide to us. 

Question. When you were making requests of that nature, checking to avoid dupli- 
cation of people who would attend events, did you ever have discussions with people 
in the social secretary’s office or did they ever ask you to send over names of indi- 
viduals that they could enter into their whatever type of database they were using 
to help avoid duplication? 

Answer. In the social secretary’s office? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if any other DNC officials or colleagues of yours ever 
would get lists of names from the White House to help facilitate attendance at 
White House events? 

Answer. I wouldn’t know. 

Question. Do you know if there was any political information, such as whether a 
DNC — whether a person was a DNC trustee, whether that type of information was 
contained in the information that the White House kept on computer? 

Mr. Lu. Are you referring to the social secretary’s computer that he has testified 
about or any other database? 

Mr. Wilson. Any other. 

Mr. Best. Do you know? 

The Witness. I don’t know. 

Mr. Best. Okay. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you ever work with Truman Arnold on providing names of individ- 
uals to the White House for events that the White House was hosting? 

Answer. I never directly worked with Truman Arnold. 

Question. Did he ever work with anybody in the National Membership Services? 

Answer. He may have but I am not aware of any. 

Mr. Wilson. I will provide the witness with a letter from A1 Gore to B.J. Thorn- 
berry. If you would take just a moment to read through this letter, please. 

The Witness. Uh-huh. 

Mr. Best. You understand that this letter was written after this witness left the 
Democratic National Committee? 

Mr. Wilson. Yes. 

The Witness. Okay. I see the document. 

examination by MR. WILSON: 

Question. Bearing in mind that this letter did go to the DNC after you had left, 
do you know of any discussions during your tenure as director of NMS about a data- 
base kept by the Vice President? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Were you aware that such a database existed? 

Answer. I was not aware of it until you presented this piece of paper to me. 

Mr. Best. This is almost a year after this witness has left the Democratic Na- 
tional Committee. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. In arranging activities for DNC members, did you have any contact with 
Ann Stock? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you recall what her position was? 

Answer. She is — was, as I understand it still is. White House social secretary. 
Question. Why did you interact with Ms. Stock? 

Answer. Because she, as White House social secretary, was responsible for the 
planning of practically all the events at the White House. 

Question. Was her authority more or less over all of White House events or did 
she have an area of concentration or expertise? 
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Answer. Well, I am sorry, it would be difficult. You would have to talk to Ann 
Stock about what her responsibilities are. I just know her as the White House social 
secretary. 

Question. Did you have any contacts with Ricki Seidman 

Answer. No. 

Question [continuing]. When you were at NMS? 

Answer. No. I am familiar with her name. I did not have any direct contact with 
Ricki. 

Question. Do you know if any of your colleagues in NMS contacted or worked with 
her at any time during your time at NMS? 

Answer. What was her role? I don’t know. 

Question. Okay. Do you know — do you know who Mike Lufanio is? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And who is he? 

Answer. There was a period of time, I believe, that Mike Lufanio was either — 
he was a senior official in the Office of White House Advance. 

Question. And did you have any reason to contact him when you were at NMS? 

Answer. Well, I don’t recall. I mean, I — I knew Mike outside of my role as director 
and so I may have had contact with him, but I don’t specifically recall if there was 
a reason why professionally I may have contacted him. 

Question. Do you know whether or not he had any role in arranging for people 
to fly on Air Force One or Air Force Two? 

Answer. I don’t know. I certainly didn’t have any kinds of conversations with him 
like that. 

Question. At the time you were director of NMS, did you have any conversations 
with Alexis Herman? 

Answer. Not — not directly. 

Question. Did you have any — did you relay requests to her indirectly? 

Answer. No. But she was in charge of the Office of Public Liaison, which is, as 
I previously stated, was an office I did have contact with. So, you know, my requests 
would be sent to the Office of Public Liaison for which he was — whatever her title 
was, director, but I did not have direct conversations — she didn’t call me; I didn’t 
call her. I didn’t bump into her in the hallway and stop and, you know, have a con- 
versation with her about anything. 

Question. What does the Office of Public Liaison at the White House do? 

Answer. I don’t — you would have to ask them specifically. Generally, they handle 
outreach to the various constituent groups. 

Question. Did you have any contacts, at the time you were director of NMS, with 
Patsy — Thomasson? 

Answer. I was introduced to Patsy. I specifically recall it was just at a meeting 
and she was there, and I was introduced to her. And I never had any kind of di- 
rect — 

Mr. Best. The extent of your contact with her was this introduction? 

The Witness. It was. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you recall whether any of your colleagues at NMS had any contacts 
with Patsy — Thomasson? 

Answer. I don’t recall. Certainly it is possible but I don’t recall that. 

Question. Earlier you mentioned the name David Levy. I believe I recall that you 
mentioned it in connection with radio addresses. 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. Did you contact him on any other matters while you were director of 
NMS? 

Answer. Well, I would like to restate something I said earlier, which is I don’t 
recall that. He was in the Office of Communications. It is possible that I perhaps 
contacted him on something else that fell into the purview of the Office of Commu- 
nications just because he was a contact that I knew would take my call. We had 
a friendly relationship. So it is possible I may have contacted him on something 
else. I don’t specifically 

Question. I may have misspoke. I didn’t mean to put words into your mouth and 
I may not recall correctly. So I wasn’t trying to characterize what you said about 
David Levy. I just remember you brought the name up before. 

Answer. Sure. 

Question. What was his position? 

Answer. Well, I don’t know his specific title but he did work in the — and I am 
not even certain of the exact title of the office but it was basically the communica- 
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tions office. And, you know, we had common interests so we would strike up con- 
versations every once in awhile about things totally unrelated to work. So it is pos- 
sible that I may have contacted him on something else, but I don’t recall specifically 
any reason to contact him professionally for an 3 d;hing other than to submit those 
radio address requests. 

Question. At the time you were director of NMS, did you have any conversations 
with Jack Quinn? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And what did you discuss with Mr. Quinn? 

Answer. In that sense, I definitely don’t specifically recall. 

Question. And do you recall why you contacted Mr. Quinn? 

Answer. Well, he had a variety of responsibilities during his tenure at the White 
House, including responsibility, I believe, as chief of staff for the Vice President and, 
again, you know, in 19 — oh, you asked as director of Membership Services. 

Question. Just director of Membership Services? 

Answer. It is hard for me to separate the time lines. You know, I have — you know, 
I have — I don’t recall. It is possible. 

Mr. Best. That’s fine. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you know who Marge Tarmey is? 

Answer. No. 

Question. At the time that you were director of NMS, did you have any conversa- 
tions with Maggie Williams? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And do you recall the subject matter of any of these conversations? 

Answer. I do. 

Question. Could you please recount any of the conversations you do recall, of the 
conversations you do recall? 

Answer. The only conversation that I do recall, not that I specifically recall the 
content of the conversation, but I remember Maggie attending a meeting, one of the 
final meetings, of the White House Christmas Card Project, as I refer to it, and I 
think something may have come up in that conversation. 

Question. Do you recall what you discussed? 

Answer. I really don’t. I mean, again, it — it couldn’t have been very substantive 
and it was at least 3 or 4 years ago. 

Question. To the best of your recollection when you were director of NMS, was 
that the one conversation you had with Ms. Williams? 

Answer. That was actually the only time I believe that she and I attended any 
kind of meeting or — yes, that’s correct. 

Question. Do you know Jodie Torkelson? 

Answer. I know the name. 

Question. Do you recall having specific conversations with Ms. Torkelson? 

Answer. I don’t recall having any conversations with her. 

Question. As director of NMS, did you have conversations with Nancy Hernreich? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And what did you discuss with Nancy Hernreich? 

Answer. I probably discussed a variety of things. She was in the President’s per- 
sonal office. 

I remember there was one DNC supporter in particular who had golfed with the 
President once, and during the course of their outing this particular supporter said 
to the President, I really would love to have you come to my club once and play 
golf, and the President said, I would love to do that, and I recall specifically this 
supporter contacting me and said the President said it, he said it himself, could you 
please call over and see if he would like to come and play golf with me at my club. 
And I remember having that conversation with her. 

I am certain I reached out to her on other times, you know, to say that I had 
sent a photo over to the political affairs office but it really would be great if the 
President could personally sign it, and I know they would be getting in touch with 
her, those kinds of things; real small things to try to be responsive to people’s re- 
quests. 

Question. Aside from the sort of back and forth of responding to a particular re- 
quest, do you recall whether she ever contacted you to ask anything — to ask you 
to do anything? 

Answer. Well, she may have had. I wouldn’t preclude that. But I don’t have a spe- 
cific recollection. 

Question. Do you know Doug Sosnik? 
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Answer. Yes. 

Question. Did you, at the time you were director of NMS, have conversations with 
Doug Sosnik? 

Answer. Well, I am sure I did. Again, I don’t — I don’t recall what we may have 
talked about. You know, these are people who may be at meetings that I am at. 

You know, I just 

Mr. Best. You don’t have to explain. 

The Witness. Okay. Thank you. 

Mr. Best. Just answer his question. 

The Witness. Thank you. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you recall any specific requests Mr. Sosnik might have made of you 
during the time that you were director of NMS? 

Answer. I don’t specifically recall requests that he may or may not have made. 

Question. Do you recall whether Karen Hancox ever called you and asked you to 
do something? 

Answer. I can’t imagine that she would have called me to ask me to do something 
for her. 

Question. Do you have any recollection of specific requests that you made of her? 

Answer. Well, Karen was — I need to clarify this. Karen was a name who I was 
told I should send memos to if I was sending a memo to the Office of Political Af- 
fairs. So Karen and Doug Sosnik as well would often be names on my “to” line on 
a memo. It doesn’t necessarily mean I was really requesting anything of Karen or 
Doug. I was just told formally, if you are sending a request to the Office of Political 
Affairs, send it to Karen or Doug. It would go to a staff person. Whether it ever 
made it up the food chain to those folks, if they ever saw my memos, I don’t know. 

Question. What type of memoranda would you send over to the White House Of- 
fice of Political Affairs? 

Answer. These are all the kinds of things we have discussed, somebody would like 
to get a birthday card for their 80-year-old mother. Somebody would like, you know, 
to — whatever, attend — I know, go to the President’s box at the Kennedy Center. All 
of those kinds of requests I would submit to the Office of Political Affairs for them 
to decide how to appropriately disseminate and handle the requests or not handle 
the requests in the White House. Once it got sent to Political Affairs, they did what- 
ever they did and they would provide the answer. 

So I would send these memos of all different kinds of nature to Karen or Doug. 
I just want to be clear about that in case you have a series of memos with my name 
on it to Karen or Doug that, you know, I probably talked to Karen Hancox half a 
dozen times in my whole life. But I have probably sent several memos to her. I just 
want to clarify that. 

Question. Where else would you send written memoranda in the White House, if 
anywhere? 

Answer. Memos could have gone to Debi Schiff who, as we talked about, was in 
charge of Kennedy Center tickets. It could have gone to the photo office where some- 
times the photos that we were seeking could be found and purchased by the DNC, 
just as any outside person could call the White House and say, I was at an event. 
Can I have a photo? Sure, $8.80. That was my responsibility to go to the photo office 
and perhaps look for a photo for someone, and perhaps send a memo along with 
it. Maybe someone in the Office of Political Affairs, public liaison, you know, we 
have talked about Ann Stock and the social office, because I submit names for 
events. Mostly there was a lot of hierarchy just as anywhere in the work world, 
there is a lot of — I might have to put names on memos because I was told you need 
to make sure this person gets copied and this person gets copied, but it is not like 
I was dropping off that memo to all of their services. I would send one memo over 
to one contact at the White House. However they disseminated it, it was up to them. 

Mr. Wilson. If we could go off the record for a moment. 

Mr. Best. Yes. 

[Off the record.] 

[Whereupon, at 12:50 p.m., the deposition recessed to reconvene at 1:45 p.m. this 
same day.] 


examination by MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you know whether regular meetings were held at the White House 
to discuss invitation lists? 

Answer. I need you to be more specific regarding invitations. 
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Question. To discuss any type of list of names that would be invited — to people 
who would be invited to attend events at the White House. 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And did you attend such meetings? 

Answer. Occasionally. 

Question. Where were such meetings held? 

Answer. They were either held in a room in the Old Executive Office Building or 
they were held in the Roosevelt Room in the West Wing. 

Question. What types of events were discussed? 

Answer. Upcoming dinners, events on the South Lawn, events like that. 

Question. Were there ever spaces allocated for different types of attendees at such 
dinners? 

Answer. There were spaces allocated for the number of names we could submit 
to attend such events, but I don’t know if the White House allocated a certain num- 
ber of spaces. 

Question. Were there different numbers allocated for different — for official events 
as opposed to private events? 

Answer. No, the difference in any kind of allocation number would be, you know, 
the location of the event. A South Lawn event obviously could accommodate more 
people than a — than a dinner in an interior room could accommodate. 

Question. Were bill-signing ceremonies discussed during these meetings? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Do you know whether the DNC used the Indian Treaty Room for any 
purpose? 

Answer. I believe that they did. 

Question. And do you know for what purpose? 

Answer. I don’t, but the Indian Treaty Room was used by all kinds of groups for, 
you know, receptions, and I’m sure the DNC — I recall the DNC, you know, hearing 
about the fact that the DNC was going to do events there, but I don’t know specifi- 
cally what the events were. 

Question. Do you know whether the DNC had an auto pen for the President’s sig- 
nature? 

Answer. At the DNC? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. Not that I’m aware of. I would say no. 

Mr. Best. Do you know? Do you know whether they had the pen? 

The Witness. I can’t say with certainty, but I don’t believe that there was such 
an auto pen. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you or your colleagues at NMS ever draft letters to be signed by 
an auto pen with the President’s signature? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did the National Membership Services’ office ever handle letter requests 
to go out to individuals, series of letters that would be sent to a group, a number 
of people at one time? 

Answer. I’m not sure I understand the question. 

Question. Did your office ever have letters go out over the President’s signature? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did your office ever generate any letter that was signed either by the 
President or the auto pen using the President’s signature? 

Answer. Not that I’m aware of. 

Question. Did your office ever draft notes that ultimately would be sent out over 
the President’s name? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. I ask this because my understanding is, there are many pieces of cor- 
respondence and they aren’t necessarily drafted always by the same person who 
signs them; and I’m just trying to get a sense of whether there was an3dhing that 
went out of your office that ultimately — a form letter of any sort that would be 
signed by the President. 

Answer. I — not that I’m aware of. Again, I appreciate that, but not that I’m aware 
of. 

Question. Are you aware of your office procuring gifts of any sort for DNC sup- 
porters? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. What types of gifts would your office get for supporters? 
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Answer. Well, actually, we initially, in ’94 in the initial stages of the program, 
helped try to obtain items that the DNC was paying for that the White House was 
giving out as gifts, a business card holder, presidential cuff links. Events like — or 
gifts like that. 

And there was a feeling that if the DNC was paying for these items, maybe we 
could try to get some items too. But I didn’t actually — so perhaps a modification of 
the previous question, I didn’t actually procure these items. I didn’t actually pur- 
chase the items, but initially, when the DNC kind of got into this business of having 
to pay for these items, some of those items ended up in my shop. 

Question. And 

Answer. That actually stopped, though, pretty quickly. Somebody else — it wound 
up being that the Chief of Staff had responsibility, or the Chief of Staffs office at 
the DNC had responsibility for procuring, obtaining, holding those items. 

Question. And when did the change occur? 

Answer. Well, I don’t specifically recall, but sometime in ’94. 

Question. How would you determine who received one of these types of gifts? 

Answer. Well, again, that was — that was part of the reason why we wound up 
not having responsibility for that for very long because it — it really wasn’t some- 
thing appropriate for us to decide who should or should not have gifts, because we 
didn’t really have relationships with any of these people. 

You know, the reason I initially got involved in it was because they saw me as 
someone who would try to help, you know, resolve the situation. And I — somehow 
it just ended up on my desk. 

It was just basically assigned to me, you will get the gifts. Okay, fine. I’ll get the 
gifts. Not purchase, but when they arrive, we are going to give you some of the gifts. 

So when they arrived, they were put in my office and, well, I didn’t know what 
to do with them. And meanwhile everybody else wanted to have their hands on the 
cuff links and the other gifts, so they were pretty quickly taken from our shop, not 
because we had done anything wrong, just there was no real reason for us to have 
them. 

Question. When you did have control of the gifts, did people ever make requests 
of you on the forms that you sent around to the various offices, the request forms 
that the offices had to give something to somebody or send something to somebody? 

Answer. No, not that I recall. I mean, they may have, but it wouldn’t have been 
my responsibility to provide it, again, to the supporter out there. So somebody came 
down and said, gee. I’d like to have one of those pens with Bill Clinton’s signature 
on the pen. It was — that’s why they had been given to me and stuck in my drawer. 
It’s not like it was a candy jar where people could come take them, but there were 
very limited numbers and they were there. And I wasn’t the person reordering 
them, and I wasn’t restocking them. It really was not something that was around 
for very long. 

Question. Do you recall at the time you were Director of NMS whether you actu- 
ally did directly give one of these types of gifts to somebody who wasn’t a DNC em- 
ployee? 

Answer. Yes. I don’t specifically recall, but — who, but, yeah, you know, there was 
a drawer full of these, and I’m sure, you know, they were 

Question. Do you recall how you got the gift to the recipient? 

Answer. I don’t. 

Question. Did you ever help arrange for DNC supporters to watch sporting events 
in the White House residence? 

Answer. No. 

Mr. Best. I take it you’re referring to televised sporting events. Or actual boxing 
matches at the White House? 

Mr. Wilson. I was being very general, not aware of any boxing matches at the 
White House. I would have been interested in the response if there was such an 
event. 

The Witness. I do want to be clear that there are sports teams that come to the 
White House. 

That’s not what you’re talking about? You’re talking about watching an event 
that’s on TV at the White House? 

Mr. Wilson. Yes. 

The Witness. No. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. You had mentioned earlier that you attended on occasion the daily 
scheduling meetings for the President. Did any other DNC employees go with you 
to attend these meetings? 
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Answer. Yes, initially Jay Dunn went with me and then later, after Jay had left 
the program, and Brooke was — Brooke Stroud, who I previously mentioned, became 
the Deputy, she would attend those meetings. 

Question. After attending such meetings, did you serve as a liaison to other offices 
within the DNC to communicate information to them about the President’s sched- 
ule? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. How did that work? 

Answer. Well, sometimes verbally I would say — you know, pass on information I 
had learned. Sometimes maybe I’d send a memo to department heads and say, this 
is what we’ve — you know, this is what we’ve learned in the meeting, whatever the 
appropriate information was. 

Question. Did you have a usual practice? 

Answer. Well, I know that I tried to forward schedules on to people as schedules 
were made available for us, all internal, not to be distributed outside the DNC. But 
sometimes it would just be verbal or there actually wouldn’t be a printed schedule. 

Question. Was there a distinction between the official and private schedules for 
the President when you attended the meetings that you attended? 

Answer. Well, the only schedules that I saw were the ones that they were willing 
to also let the Office of Public Liaison and the DNC and other offices know. So I 
never — I don’t know the term of art, “private schedule,” I don’t know how that is 
necessarily defined. But I would not be given information about, you know, certain 
private meetings that the President might be having. During certain blocks there 
would just be something like private time or down time in some of the schedules, 
as I recall. 

Question. Were you ever the DNC liaison for official overseas delegation trips by 
senior administration officials? 

Answer. Just, it’s been so long, it’s just — I don’t remember a specific trip where 
I may have been. 

Question. Do you recall whether people contacted you and told you that there was 
a trip, an upcoming trip about to occur, and asked for any input as to whether you 
had any suggestions for people to go on the trip? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And on what occasions; do you recall? 

Answer. Well, I do recall specifically there was a gentleman named Howard 
Glicken who wanted to go on a trip to South America, and he was — you know, he 
had contacted the DNC several times and was trying to also deal with the White 
House. And I think he was looking for every possible open door that he could find 
to help try to move his name along. 

Question. Did he contact you directly? 

Answer. Howard did, because I knew Howard from my previous role at DNC. Oth- 
ers generally were supposed to contact a relevant department within the DNC, be- 
cause again I didn’t know many of these people, these names, so they wouldn’t have 
known me to call me; but had they called me, I wouldn’t have known who they were. 

And again, I wasn’t the final decision-maker on that. I might forward information 
along, I’ve been contacted by someone, he’s interested. 

Question. Do you recall other people that you were contacted by in relationship 
to trips? 

Answer. Well, he’s the only one I specifically recall. 

Question. Do you recall whether you were ever contacted by Ernest Green in rela- 
tion to a trip? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Do you recall whether anybody mentioned to you Mr. Green’s interest 
in being part of an official delegation on an overseas trip? 

Answer. Again, I don’t recall that right now. 

Question. Do you know if any DNC employees went on official delegation trips 
abroad? 

Answer. What do you determine an official delegation trip? 

Question. Well, any 

Answer. Paid for by the administration? 

Question. Paid-for-by-the-administration trip? 

Answer. Not that I’m aware of. 

Question. Do you know of any DNC employees accompanying officials who were 
going overseas to perform some type of government function, attend an event, at- 
tend a funeral, attend a meeting or a conference or that sort of thing? 

Mr. Lu. When you say “DNC official,” would you include Chairman Dodd as a 
DNC official? 

Mr. Wilson. Yes. 



1173 


Mr. Lu. Okay. 

The Witness. Well, I still don’t — the answer is no, even including the Chairman. 
He kept his own schedule; I wasn’t aware of it, and at this point, I don’t remember 
the trips that the Chairman may have taken a few years ago. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Have you ever met Mark Middleton? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. When did you first meet Mr. Middleton? 

Answer. I vaguely remember in 1993, perhaps maybe ’94. Sometime in the first 
year that I was at the DNC, a year or two, so I would say probably 1993 — probably. 

Question. Did you ever work with him on any project? 

Answer. I may have. I may have, but I don’t specifically — I can’t recollect a spe- 
cific project that I might have been working with him on. 

Mr. Best. I’m not quite sure I understand what a “project” is as you have used 
the term. Trying to get someone a seat on a tour might be a project as you have 
defined it. 

Mr. Wilson. I was going to follow up and ask whether 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. And my understanding is, Mr. Middleton was a White House employee 
at the time you were the Regional Finance Director? 

Answer. Right. 

Question. And so did Mr. Middleton ever make requests for you to do anything 
on his behalf? 

Answer. Really not that I recall. 

Question. Do you know whether Mr. Middleton was affiliated with the DNC in 
1996? 

Answer. I didn’t work at the DNC in 1996, so I don’t know. 

Question. Do you know whether Mr. Middleton assisted in organizing any fund- 
raising events for the DNC? 

Answer. I’m not aware of him doing that. 

Question. Are you aware of whether Mr. Middleton hosted any fund-raising events 
on behalf of the DNC? 

Answer. I’m not aware of Mark Middleton hosting any events. 

Question. Do you recall whether Mr. Middleton ever contacted you to arrange 
tours of the White House? 

Answer. No, he did not contact me to arrange tours. And as I stated before, when 
we went kind of down this line of questioning regarding the President’s box at Ken- 
nedy Center, he had worked in the Chief of StafFs office at the White House. So 
if you are asking about the period while he wasn’t at the White House, he wouldn’t 
come to me — because he worked at White House — looking for a White House tour. 
He wouldn’t have called the DNC. And he never came to me after he left the White 
House, and I’m assuming because he knew dozens and dozens of people at the White 
House, including his former boss. Mack McLarty, whom he could have called. 

Question. Do you know whether he contacted any of your colleagues at NMS after 
he left the White House to help arrange for tours or, well, to help arrange for White 
House tours? 

Answer. I don’t know if he contacted any of my colleagues. I do know he did not 
contact me. 

Question. Do you know who Holli Weymouth is? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if Yusuf Khapra ever contacted you to arrange tours of 
the White House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. You know that he did not contact you to arrange tours? 

Answer. Yeah, Yusuf didn’t contact me to arrange tours. He only — my knowledge 
of Yusuf was in his role when he worked for the Chief of Staff. 

So, again, just as I previously answered with Mr. Middleton, I don’t know why 
someone from the White House would contact someone from the DNC to get a tour 
of the White House. And those people were all capable of giving — you know, they 
all had hard passes, and they could conduct a tour themselves. So I don’t know why 
they would call me, with limited White House tickets and no White House access, 
to give a tour. 

Question. Did Mr. Khapra ever contact you for any other reason? 
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Answer. He was a staff person in the Chief of Staffs office who I occasionally had 
conversations with. But I don’t remember if he called me or I called him and I cer- 
tainly don’t recall any kind of specific conversation with him. 

Question. Why did you have conversations with Mr. Khapra? 

Answer. I know this is going to sound crazy, but I don’t know why I had conversa- 
tions with him. He was a White House staff person that I had come in contact with, 
so — but I don’t recall the specifics of our conversations that occurred more than a 
couple of years ago. 

Question. Do you recall anyone making a request of either you or your office to 
make arrangements for a White House tour for the Widjaja family in 1995? 

Answer. When in 1995? 

Question. Late, late in the year. 

Mr. Best. He left in September. 

The Witness. Well, I left the DNC in September of 1995. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Again, I will ask you — I’m not certain of the time myself — do you recall 
anybody making a request of your office to arrange for a tour of the White House 
for the Widjaja family? 

Answer. No. And again tours, even though they were officially under my jurisdic- 
tion, I just — whenever a tour request came in, I would provide it to my staff person 
who was responsible for all aspects of tours. I didn’t feel like I needed to check with 
her to find out who she was providing White House tickets to. 

Question. Are you aware any of member of the Widjaja family contacting any 
DNC employee? 

Answer. I’m not. And I also have to tell you. I’ve never heard the name before 
until you mentioned it about two questions ago. 

Question. That helps, and I’ll move on. 

Answer. Sure. 

Question. Do you know Charlie Trie? 

Answer. I’ve never met him. I am aware of Charlie Trie, but I became aware of 
Charlie Trie just in name only. 

Question. Have you ever spoken with Mr. Trie? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Are you aware of any of your colleagues at the NMS being in contact 
with Mr. Trie? 

Answer. I am not aware of any of my colleagues — in the National Membership 
Services program dealing directly with him. Again, it is possible, as we talked about 
earlier, but I — I — you know, my staff had their own conversations that I wasn’t fully 
briefed on, but I’m certainly not aware of it. 

Question. Are you aware of any White House tours that were arranged for Mr. 
Trie or on behalf of Mr. Trie? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Are you aware of any occasions in which it was arranged for Mr. Trie 
to have lunch at the White House mess? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Are you aware of any occasion on which Mr. Trie used the President’s 
box at the Kennedy Center? 

Answer. No. 

Mr. Wilson. I’m showing the witness a memorandum to Debi Schiff and Donald 
Dunn for Mr. Sildon. 

The Witness. Okay. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Does this — do you remember drafting this memorandum? 

Answer. Well, I don’t remember it, but that’s certainly a form that I used, and 
I’m — I will tell you, I’m confident I wrote that, but I would like to comment on it 
if I can. 

The White House asked me, whenever someone used the President’s box, to report 
back to them the name. In other words, the White House might call and say, we 
have two tickets for tomorrow night’s performance; would you like them? And I 
would then go to different departments at the DNC, maybe the Chairman’s office 
or Political or Finance, and say, listen, we’ve got two tickets, and if somebody can 
use them, let me know. And then somebody might come back to my office or call 
me on the inside line and say, okay, we can use them. 

Let’s take, for example. Political would say, yep, we can use the two tickets; and 
I’d say, great, and I’d get the two tickets and I’d provide them to the person in Polit- 
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ical Affairs, DNC Political Affairs. And when I handed them the tickets, I would 
say, here are the tickets, here is the information on the show, but you need to pro- 
vide back to me the name of the person who’s using the tickets; and they would 
say, fine, and then after the fact, or on the day of the fact or whatever, they would 
say, okay, this is the name of the person we’ve given the tickets to. 

So, I do see this, I did write this memo, I’m confident I did because it’s that, but 
I didn’t do anything other than provide two tickets to a staff person at the DNC, 
who did their job and reported back to me the name of the person who used the 
tickets. 

Mr. Best. When, in September of 1995, did you leave the DNC? 

The Witness. And I left right around that date. I actually was hired sometime 
in mid- to late-September, and I don’t recall the exact date; but I think it was 
around the 20th of September that I was hired by the Democratic Governors Asso- 
ciation, and I actually started working there the next week. 

Mr. Best. So the record is clear, the memorandum which is EOF 051237 is dated 
September 15th, 1995. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. When you received indication that there were tickets for an event, did 
you have a usual method of letting other people in the DNC know that you had 
those tickets? 

Answer. Yeah, I’d send out a memo or an e-mail. I might e-mail department heads 
and say, I’ve been contacted by the White House, and I have two tickets for — using 
this example, two tickets for tomorrow night’s performance of something, of the Na- 
tional Symphony Orchestra; if you would like the tickets, if you can use the tickets, 
please contact me. 

Question. And how did you decide who would end up getting the tickets? 

Answer. Well, it was always first come, first served. If somebody raced down and 
said, we definitely have somebody who wants them. I’d say, that’s great, here are 
the tickets; or I’ll get the tickets sent over, and I’ll get them to you. 

Question. Did Susan Lavine ever discuss with you being on the permanent admit 
list to Charlie Trie’s Watergate apartment? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Were you aware during the time that you were Director of NMS that 
she was on the permanent admit list to Mr. Trie’s Watergate apartment? 

Answer. No, I was not while I was Director. And, in fact, I will tell you, I did 
not know that until you just told me that. Nor did I even know Charlie Trie had 
a corporate apartment at — where did you say, the Watergate Hotel? 

Question. Watergate. 

Answer. I was not aware of that until just this moment. 

Question. Do you know Pauline Kanchanalak? 

Answer. I have met her before. 

Question. Where did you meet her? 

Answer. I met her at — I don’t recall the exact — the specific function, but I know 
I met her while I was fund-raising for the DNC. 

Question. Did you ever have any conversations with her when you were the Direc- 
tor of the National Membership Services? 

Answer. I may have. I — I don’t recall specifically whether I did or not. 

Question. Did you ever arrange introductions for Ms. Kanchanalak to meet admin- 
istration officials? 

Answer. Again, not that I recall specifically. I don’t believe that I made a phone 
call on her behalf. I really didn’t know — I mean, I met her, but I didn’t really know 
her. 

Question. Do you have any general recollections of requests made by Ms. 
Kanchanalak to meet with administration officials? 

Answer. Can I have a moment? 

Question. Sure. 

[Witness confers with counsel.] 

The Witness. I don’t recall. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did Ms. Kanchanalak ever ask you to assist her in any way? 

Answer. No, the only time I spoke to her, again, was just at some event prior to 
my days before National Membership Services. 

Mr. Wilson. Providing the witness with a document. It appears to be a memo- 
randum to Mr. Sildon from Luren Supina. If you would take a moment and review 
the document. 
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The Witness. Okay. I see this document. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you recall Ms. Kanchanalak’s name coming up in relationship to the 
Bureau of Labor Statistics? 

Answer. I see it here. It does not refresh my recollection. 

I also will indicate that despite the fact that Luren Supina says in her memo- 
randum that Pauline Kanchanalak mentioned that she’s working with me, if you’ll 
notice, the handwritten notes down below indicate that I was not speaking with 
Pauline; I was speaking with someone on her staff who never sent a request over 
in writing and, therefore, I never provided it. 

On September 9th, I indicated if she wanted me to try to do an 3 dhing, she would 
need to send it over in writing; and on the 15th, I called to say we discussed this 
a week ago and I don’t have any written information. The assistant indicated that 
he wasn’t going to put the request on paper, and I indicated that I’m not proceeding 
ahead with it. And I do see it here, but I don’t recall it. 

Question. Do you know whose handwriting this is? 

Mr. Best. Where? 

The Witness. Where? 

Mr. Wilson. On the document. 

The Witness. The handwriting below the line and, for sure, the handwriting 
where it says “9/8” is mine. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you know. I’ll work from the top of the document down. There’s a 
telephone number written right next to Ms. Kanchanalak’s name on the “re:” line. 
Do you know whose handwriting that is? 

Answer. I know this may sound interesting, but it may be my handwriting, but 
I’m really not certain. It looks like it has the potential it could be mine, but it looks 
like either I was writing quick or somebody else wrote that. That doesn’t really look 
like my handwriting. 

But from “9/8” down, I would say that’s probably my handwriting and certain — 
“9/9” and “9/15,” that is certainly my handwriting. But again, even though I see it 
here, it doesn’t refresh my memory. 

Question. Do you recall whether you made any contacts with other DNC employ- 
ees about this general subject matter? 

Answer. You mean this specific request? 

Question. The mention in the memo, yes. 

Answer. I mean, I may have discussed it with Luren Supina who sent the memo- 
randum to me. 

Mr. Best. Do you have a recollection of that? 

The Witness. But I don’t recall that. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. What was Ms. Supina’s position at the time the memo was drafted? 

Answer. Luren was the director of a program that was called something to the 
effect of the Women’s Leadership Forum; they changed names during the course of 
that period of time that I was Director of National Membership Services, but she 
was essentially — that’s a donor council within the DNC, and she was — she had got- 
ten it up and running and was its Director, or whatever the title may be, but she 
ran the council. 

Question. Do you know why she would have directed this memo to your attention? 

Answer. Again, because as Director of National Membership Services, I think she 
was hoping that 1 could — I don’t know why she 

Mr. Best. Do you know? 

The Witness. No, I don’t know why she sent me the memo. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you recall having any conversations with any employees of the Bu- 
reau of Labor Statistics in 1994? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Were you aware at the time that Ms. Kanchanalak expressed an inter- 
est in being invited to a lunch at which the Queen of Thailand was also in attend- 
ance? 

Answer. I have a vague recollection of that. 

Question. Did Ms. Kanchanalak contact you directly about this event? 
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Answer. I don’t believe she did. 

Question. Do you recall whether she contacted anybody else in your office about 
the Queen of Thailand lunch? 

Answer. I really don’t recall. I just don’t recall. 

Question. Do you know whether you ever helped to arrange for Ms. Kanchanalak 
to meet with any administration officials at the time you were Director of Member- 
ship Services? 

Answer. I don’t recall. 

Question. Do you recall whether you helped Ms. Kanchanalak to meet with any 
administration officials at the time that you were Regional Finance Director? 

Answer. No, I would not have done that. 

Question. Were you aware at the time that you were Director of NMS that Ms. 
Kanchanalak was a financial contributor to the DNC? 

Answer. Yes, I knew that she was a contributor. 

Question. Did you know whether or not she was — she herself was making con- 
tributions to the DNC? 

Answer. I did not know the source of the contribution. 

Question. Was it your understanding at the time that she was making — she was, 
herself, making contributions to the DNC? 

Answer. Well, it’s not something that I ever would have thought about. You know, 
some people are members of our Donor Council because they raise a lot of money 
and they never write a check themselves. So I don’t look at people and figure out, 
who is a raiser and who is a writer; they’re a member of the Donor Council. I had 
no reason to assume that either she did write checks or she didn’t write checks, or 
that she raised — it just wasn’t a factor, and particularly when I was a Director of 
National Membership Services, I didn’t care about the money. I just wasn’t focused 
on that. 

Question. Do you know John Huang? 

Answer. I have met John Huang. But I met John Huang after I left the DNC. 

Question. When did you meet Mr. Huang? 

Answer. When I was working for the Democratic Governors Association in 1996. 

Question. Did you at any time speak to Mr. Huang when you were the Director 
of NMS? 

Answer. I did not. 

Question. Are you aware of any arrangements made by any of your colleagues at 
NMS on behalf of Mr. Huang? 

Answer. I — I’m not aware of it, no. 

Question. Do you know whether any of your colleagues at NMS spoke directly 
with Mr. Huang? 

Answer. I can’t — I can’t speculate on what my colleagues at NMS did, whether 
or not they talked to him. 

Question. But you have no recollection or knowledge of whether they did or did 
not? 

Answer. That’s correct. 

Mr. Best. You understand that Mr. Huang did not become an employee of the 
DNC until after the witness left the DNC, and so you may be asking him about con- 
versations, if any, that took place after his employment at the DNC? 

Mr. Wilson. Right. I do understand that. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Are you aware of either your colleagues or anybody at the DNC making 
any arrangements on behalf of Mr. Huang to visit the White House or meet with 
anybody at the White House? 

Answer. No, I’m not aware. 

Question. Are you aware of any requests made either to yourself or colleagues at 
the NMS on behalf of the Riady family? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Specifically are you aware of any requests made on behalf of James 
Riady? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Are you aware of any requests to either visit the White House or meet 
with any government official on behalf of Mr. Mochtar Riady? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of whether anyone suggested that the Riady 
family be invited or any members of the Riady family be invited to the White 
House? 

Answer. Can you read the question again? 
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[The reporter read back as requested.] 
The Witness. No. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you know what the TRULIST was, spelled T-R-U-L-I-S-T? 

Answer. No. 

Mr. Wilson. I’m providing the witness with a document that is titled at the top 
DNC Finance Executive Summary dated 7/26/94. And the record can reflect, this 
does not indicate that Mr. Sildon’s name appears at all on this document. 

There is a handwritten notation at the bottom deleted from TRULIST, 7/26/94. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Does this provide any additional assistance to your being able to recall 
what the TRULIST is? 

Answer. It doesn’t. I don’t recognize that at all. And again, I was not a member 
of the Finance staff in July of ’94, so it could be something that was — that they were 
aware of. I’m not. I don’t know what that is. 

Question. Do you know why Mr. Huang was invited to attend the state ceremony 
for the arrival of Boris Yeltsin in 1994? 

Answer. No, I really don’t. 

Mr. Wilson. I’m providing the witness with a document that’s a memorandum to 
State Arrival Coordinating Committee from Mr. Sildon, and it lists Mr. Huang as 
an individual who did not pick up tickets for the state arrival ceremony for Boris 
Yeltsin. 

Mr. Best. So the record’s entirely clear, Mr. Huang’s name is one among some- 
thing like 50 names on a list on this document, which is F 0013666. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you recall receiving a list of potential invitees to the state arrival 
ceremony for Boris Yeltsin? 

Answer. Well, I need to explain how this works, and I think this is important to 
do. 

The White House would invite literally somewhere between 6- and 10,000 people 
to the South Lawn to watch an arrival ceremony, including members of the public, 
but you actually had to have a ticket to get onto the grounds. 

As the Director of Membership Service, I was the one responsible for sending a 
memo to all departments at the DNC saying, we have X number of tickets, which 
usually was 300 or more, to be among the 6-, 8-, 10,000 people on the South Lawn 
to attend an arrival ceremony. It’s not like you’re up close; you’re just on the lawn. 

And I would offer to all department heads the opportunity to provide me with 
some certain amount of names, and usually it was divided evenly; Political could 
have 50 names and Finance could have 50 names and the Chairman’s office; and 
everybody could have whatever the appropriate number was, and all they had to 
do was simply give me a name, date of birth and Social Security number. And I 
provide that to the White House, and they do their own background check with the 
Secret Service to make sure that the person could get on the lawn which they would 
fill out with the person’s name. So I get a list back for Robert Clay, Joan Coplan, 
Elizabeth Dozoretz and Paul Equale — I would get a list with 300 names on it, and 
then people could come over to the DNC and collect their ticket. 

I simply have sent this memo to the State Arrival Coordinating Committee. All 
those names in the upper right are people who are heads of departments at the 
DNC so you can see it went to literally like 10 or 12 different departments at the 
DNC saying — I don’t even know who gave me these names; I am going to tell you, 
all the names didn’t get their tickets, so if you happen to recognize their names, 
you can do whatever you need to do, but we have a ticket downstairs in the lobby, 
approved by the Secret Service that they are not a security risk, that they can be 
one of 6-, 8-, 10,000 people on the South Lawn. That’s what this memo is. 

So I see here that John Huang’s name’s on there, but as my counsel pointed out, 
he is one of 50 names. Don Fowler, before he was Chairman of the committee, is 
one of the people whose name’s on here. I didn’t even know Don Fowler in 1994. 
He was some gentleman from South Carolina, and I didn’t pick up his ticket. I 
didn’t know how to get in touch with Don Fowler. 

I appreciate that John Huang’s name’s on this memo, but that is because I’m 
going through a list and seeing it on a list and going through the memo. 

Mr. Best. Half of humanity is on this list. 
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EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. What was the State Arrival Coordinating Committee? 

Answer. That’s just a name made up for the people in the DNC for who is going 
to be the liaison from Communications and from Political Affairs, and then the state 
chairs, and 

Question. You mentioned earlier that you might have as many as 300 tickets to 
allocate. Would you send over a list to the White House of all of the DNC invitees? 

Answer. Yes, because the White House had to run — as I previously stated, the 
White House had to run that list through Secret Service, checking out their date — 
I had to provide to the White House their name, date of birth and Social Security 
of the people that we wanted to have fill those slots; and this was really one of the 
only times where the White House would say you get this many slots and that many 
people can go. 

We previously talked about dinners. It’s not that I had a slot for a dinner; they’d 
just say, provide a name and we’ll see whether they fit in. But for arrival cere- 
monies, when Boy Scouts would come and out-of-town guests would come, they said, 
look, we are going to print 6,000 tickets and you can have 300 of them. 

Question. Did the White House ever reject any of the suggestions that you sent 
over to them? 

Answer. Not that I’m aware of. 

Mr. Best. Is there a difference between rejecting and not giving a ticket to? 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Yes, I’m specifically asking, did you ever get an indication, call, memo- 
randum back saying, you have indicated that you want so-and-so invited, and we 
do not want that person invited? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Did you generally prepare a memorandum indicating who had not 
picked up tickets for large events that had multiple tickets to be given out to peo- 
ple? 

Answer. Well, I actually think that I stopped doing the memorandum because, as 
you can see, a fourth of the list doesn’t pick up their tickets, you know. And so after 
a while, people didn’t really care. 

They wanted to offer someone — people in the DNC didn’t care if someone did or 
didn’t pick up their ticket. If they offered a ticket to Joe Smith, as far as the person 
in the Office of Political Affairs of the DNC’s concerned, that’s good enough. They’ve 
offered Joe the ticket. If Joe doesn’t pick it up, Joe doesn’t pick it up, but he had 
a chance to go. 

So I stopped writing these memos because nobody cared about the information. 
It wound up being a waste of my time. 

Mr. Wilson. I’ll mark this document as Exhibit ES-1 and submit that for inclu- 
sion in the record. 

[Sildon Deposition Exhibit No. ES-1 was marked for identification.] 

[Note. — All exhibits referred to can be found at end of deposi- 
tion.] 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you know Mr. Johnny Chung? 

Answer. I do. 

Question. Where did you first meet Mr. Chung? 

Answer. He was introduced to me at some point by someone on the finance staff. 
I met him after I became director of National Membership Services. 

Question. Did you meet him on more than one occasion? 

Answer. After I initially met him, I did see him on other occasions. 

Question. Approximately how many times would you have met him? 

Answer. He would just show up at the DNC, so I would say probably half a dozen 
times, give or take one or two. But, you know, approximately half a dozen times. 
Question. Did Mr. Chung ever telephone you? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Approximately how many times did he call you? 

Answer. I couldn’t recall with certainty, but approximately the same number of 
times. 

Question. And why did he call you? 

Answer. Well, I — I — he had a variety of requests. 
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Question. If you could, be a little bit more specific on the types of requests and 
the specific requests that he made of you. 

Answer. Well, let me say I don’t recall why he called me every time. I do recall 
at least one specific time and, candidly, I — I recall it and it has heen further rein- 
forced by all the news articles that have been about a particular time. 

He — he went to a White House radio address that I was not responsible for sub- 
mitting his name for. I did not even know he went to the address until he called 
me to say, last week I got to go to the radio address, and I really would like to get — 
and my picture was taken with the President, and I had a few friends there, and 
their pictures were taken with the President; can you help me get the pictures? 

This was — this was not highly unusual that someone who goes to a radio address 
gets their picture taken with the President, little kids, basically if you’re in the 
room, the President if he has time will shake everyone’s hand and you get your pic- 
ture taken or maybe you brought your own camera. Usually a picture is taken. 

So I called over to the White House in response to a phone call I got from Mr. 
Chung asking for his photos. 

Question. Do you recall when that was? 

Answer. The only reason I recall it is because I’ve read in the newspapers ap- 
proximately the date, and that was March of 1995. 

Mr. Wilson. Providing the witness with a document, it is a — this is a letter to 
Mr. Sildon from Johnny Chung dated February 27, 1995. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you recall receiving this letter? 

Answer. I actually do recall receiving this. Can I tell you why I recall it? 

Question. Absolutely. 

Answer. Because it was one of the most preposterous letters I had ever received 
in my life. Somebody just calls me and says, I want to meet with the President and 
the Vice President. You know, I had never seen anybody who thought that all they 
had to do was send a letter and then they could meet with the President. I have 
never arranged a meeting with the President, so I also thought it was, I mean, with 
all due respect, a little laughable, that somebody would send me a letter thinking 
I could just pick up the phone and arrange a meeting with the President on his be- 
half, regardless of the merit of whether or not such a meeting should occur. 

Question. What did you do after you received this letter? 

Answer. Well, I believe I did not move very hard — very — I was not very active to 
pursue these requests. It is possible that — first of all, I know that I talked to Mar- 
tha Phipps, who was my supervisor, and showed it to her. I may have talked to oth- 
ers about it. And I believe that I probably tried to get him a tour of the White 
House, and it is — anything else beyond that point I don’t particularly recall. 

Question. Do you recall whether you replied in writing to him? 

Answer. I would be very surprised if I replied in writing, because I seldom had 
time to do my job as it was, let alone take time to sit down and write letters to 
people who contact me. Plus, again, just I can’t imagine I would have considered 
it a very serious request. 

Question. Did you discuss this request with anybody else at the DNC? 

Answer. Besides Martha Phipps, who I previously mentioned? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. I may have. I don’t recall. 

Question. Do you recall receiving other faxes or letters from Mr. Chung? 

Answer. If you have something to show me, I would be happy to respond to it. 
I don’t particularly recall whether or not he sent another fax as a follow-up to this 
or any other kind of request. 

Question. You discussed earlier the Presidential radio address and photographs 
that were taken at the address. Did you know in advance of the radio address who 
Mr. Chung’s guests were? 

Answer. No. Are you talking about these business leaders from China, as he de- 
scribes in this letter? 

Question. Actually, I have moved from this. I am not referring to this document 
at all at this point. 

Answer. Okay. 

Mr. Best. There is a problem with your question because he does not know of 
the radio address until after the event when Mr. Chung calls him and seeks the 
photographs. Implicit in your question is that he had some knowledge prior to the 
radio address, and he has already testified the first thing that he knows about it 
is subsequent to the event when Mr. Chung calls him. 

Mr. Wilson. Actually, just to clarify that for myself. 
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EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Short of going back, was the first time you knew of the photographs and 
the radio address after the actual event? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Were you made aware, when you did learn about the event, of who the 
guests of Mr. Chung were? 

Answer. No. And I actually even today don’t know who they are, other than hav- 
ing read in newspaper articles within the last few months. 

Now — you know, I did not know who these people were; basically still don’t. I 
couldn’t tell you today what any of those people do and if they are from China; I 
couldn’t tell you what they do right now even having read the newspaper articles. 
I don’t know who these people are. 

Question. Did Mr. Chung request directly of you to get help to get the photographs 
from the White House? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. And how did he do that? 

Answer. He called me. He either called me or stopped by my office. That, I don’t 
specifically recall. But I do know that he issued the request. 

Question. And what did he tell you at that time? 

Answer. It was just — he made it sound very innocuous. He had been to a radio 
address and pictures were taken, could I help him obtain the picture. It sounded 
at the time innocuous to me because that’s — as I indicated before, that’s standard 
practice, if you go to a — not standard but pretty common practice, if you go to a — 
if you go to a radio address, you can get your picture taken. 

Question. And what did you do? 

Answer. I called over to the White House to see if we could help him get his pic- 
tures. 

Question. And what were you told? 

Answer. After somebody said that they would check on it, they called me back 
and they said that those pictures wouldn’t be made available. 

Question. Did they give you a reason why they wouldn’t be made available? 

Answer. They did. They — I actually do recall this because it’s the first and only 
time it has been told to me. They said, the pictures aren’t available because the 
President doesn’t want them released and the National Security Council is — does 
not believe they should be released to him. They are concerned about his guests. 

Question. And who told you this? 

Answer. I don’t recall. It was someone in the President’s personal office. 

The reason I don’t recall is there were two different staff people I would often call 
for these kinds of requests, something that happened like a radio address with the 
President. I just don’t remember which staff person it was. 

Question. And when they told you this, what did you do next? 

Answer. I immediately told Johnny that I was not going to be able to get his pic- 
tures, that the National Security Council was uncomfortable with him having those 
pictures. 

Question. What did he say? 

Answer. I don’t recall what he said, but it didn’t matter to me because I dis- 
engaged at that point. I figured if the NSC — I wasn’t asking questions. It wasn’t 
my situation. I didn’t put him in the radio address. I was doing my job trying to 
resolve a constituent request. The request was to have photos. The National Secu- 
rity Council said he shouldn’t have these photos. That was good enough for me. I 
provided the answer. I considered that as a closed issue and I disengaged. 

Question. Did Mr. Chung make any further requests of you about these photo- 
graphs? 

Answer. He did not. And I assumed he did not get his photos. 

Question. Were you aware at any time before the — were you aware at any time 
in 1995, at the time you were director of National Membership Services, that Mr. 
Chung had been described as a quote, hustler, unquote? 

Answer. No. 

Mr. Best. He is asking — okay. You have answered it. 

Mr. Wilson. I will provide the witness with a document which has been 
premarked EOP 006439, which it is indicated that the sender was a Mr. Robert L. 
Suettinger. 

Mr. Lu. For the record, this document, so the record is clear, this document was 
produced by the White House. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Have you ever seen this document? 
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Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know if Mr. Chung was ever solicited regarding debts from 
White House Christmas parties? 

Answer. I don’t know. 

Question. Do you know, and this is returning to the subject we were discussing 
a moment ago, the radio address photographs, do you know whether anybody else 
at the DNC made any requests to the White House for Mr. Chung to get his photo- 
graphs? 

Answer. I am sorry, can you repeat that question? I was reading this document. 
I apologize. 

Question. Sure. Do you know of anybody else at the DNC who made requests for 
Mr. Chung to get the photographs that were taken at the radio address? 

Answer. Just because I want to be able to answer your question, I apologize for 
doing this. I need you to read it back one more time. 

[The reporter read back as requested.] 

The Witness. I do not. 

Thank you. I am sorry. I just wanted to make sure I understood the question. 

I do not. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you have any conversations with anybody else at the DNC about 
Mr. Chung’s desire to get the radio address photographs? 

Answer. I did. I know I talked to Richard Sullivan, and I believe at the time he 
was deputy finance director, eventually became finance director, but I don’t think 
at that time he was. And I also talked to — I believe I talked to Carol Khare, who 
was the chief of staff in the chairman’s office. She ran the chairman’s office. Again, 
that’s to whom I reported to as my supervisor, just to bring them both up to date, 
particularly Richard, because he was the first person who had kind of been the con- 
nection for Johnny Chung to the DNC. In other words, when you make an initial 
contribution, you are a member of a donor council which was the head at one point 
of the Business Leadership Forum. Mr. Chung was a member of that donor council. 
So I always assumed Richard to be a staff contact. 

Question. What did Mr. Sullivan tell you when you explained the situation? 

Answer. I really don’t recall. I mean, I — you know, I provided the information. 
Johnny Chung called me. I made a phone call. I got an answer that I felt was good 
enough for me. I passed that information along. I just wanted to make the two of 
them aware of the situation. I wasn’t looking for any kind of response back from 
them. If they gave me one, I don’t recall. 

Question. Why did you call Ms. Khare? 

Answer. Because she was my supervisor. 

Question. Do you know Roger Tamraz? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Have you ever spoken with Mr. Tamraz? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Apart from subsequent media accounts, did you at the time that you 
were the director of NMS, did you know of anybody else at the DNC attempting to 
arrange introductions for Mr. Tamraz to meet administration officials? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Had you ever heard the name “Roger Tamraz” when you were at NMS? 

Answer. Not that I recall. 

Question. Had you ever heard the name “Eric Hotung” when you were at NMS? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Had you ever heard the name “James Riady” when you were director 
of NMS? 

Answer. Well, I don’t recall. Because I have heard his name so often recently in 
the news, I don’t recall if I had heard it before, but I don’t believe so. 

Question. Do you know whether Mr. James Riady made any requests of you or 
your colleagues at NMS? 

Mr. Best. You have already asked him earlier if he had ever spoken with Mr. 
Riady. Now you are coming back around to the same 

Mr. Wilson. With his colleagues, correct. 

The Witness. Prior to this conversation today, prior to this deposition, I was not 
aware of that. Based on information you told me earlier in this deposition, I would 
say now obviously I am aware of that, but prior to today, during my time at the 
National Membership Services, as director of the program, I was not aware of him 
having any kind of direct contact with my colleagues on my staff. 

Mr. Best. Riady, are you talking about? Was that your question? 
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Mr. Wilson. It was my question, and there might be clarification in order there. 

Mr. Best. I don’t believe you have made any assertion of a prior contact. 

Mr. Wilson. I don’t believe I have, either. 

The Witness. I apologize. 

Mr. Wilson. I don’t believe I have, either. 

The Witness. I apologize. In just recalling what we spoke about earlier today 

Mr. Wilson. Mr. Trie. 

The Witness. It was Charlie Trie and I was thinking James Riady. I don’t have 
any reason to know that James Riady had any conversation with any people on my 
staff. I apologize about that confusion. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Is your answer the same for Mochtar Riady? 

Answer. Yes. 

Question. Do you know, either or both, Arief or Soraya Wiriadinata? 

Answer. Again, I have no recollection of that name. 

Question. Do you recall hearing the name “Wiriadinata” when you were director 
of NMS? 

Answer. No. 

Mr. Best. Since the first contributions were made by the Wiriadinatas after this 
gentleman left the DNC, it is most unlikely that he would have heard of them. 

Mr. Wilson. Well, that’s something I don’t know and presumably that’s some- 
thing that you don’t know. I think it has to be determined. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Have you ever heard anybody discuss whether Arief Wiriadinata at- 
tended a movie at the White House? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know Yogesh Ghandi? 

Answer. I have heard the name in recent news reports. I had not heard the name 
prior to reading them in Washington Post news stories during the course of this 
spring and summer, 1997. 

Mr. Lu. Again, I would just make the same point that Mr. Best made, which is, 
that Mr. Ghandi’s contributions to the DNC came after Mr. Sildon left the DNC. 

Mr. Wilson. Could I just ask for a clarification? 

Mr. Lu. Yes. 

Mr. Wilson. I am just wondering how that has any bearing on my question as 
to whether he has ever heard the name before. 

Mr. Lu. It is just not clear to me why he would have heard the name if Mr. 
Ghandi’s involvement with the DNC came after he left. 

Mr. Wilson. He might have met him. 

Mr. Ballen. He might have met anyone in the world. Are you going to ask him 
everybody in the phone book? 

Mr. Wilson. That’s why I am asking the question. 

Mr. Ballen. This deposition — I am going to say something. This deposition has 
gone on twice the length of time than a much more prominent person. There has 
to be some reasonableness to the questions that have to relate to knowledge the wit- 
ness reasonably could have. You could ask the witness does he know about Mount 
Vesuvius if you want, but you have to conduct a deposition that is fair to the wit- 
ness and we are going on and on and on with no end in sight. That’s the purpose. 
That’s the clarification. 

Mr. Best. Let me say this for the record: We want to give you every opportunity 
to ask reasonable questions, but I certainly know, and I would have thought that 
you would know, that in the first instance the Wiriadinatas first make their first 
contributions to the Democratic National Committee in November of 1995, and after 
this witness has left the Democratic National Committee and Yogesh K. Ghandi 
makes his contribution in May of 1996, almost a year before this — after this witness 
has left the Democratic National Committee. That clearly still leaves open the ques- 
tion whether or not he knew these people prior to the time that they made the con- 
tribution, so that there is a basis for you to ask the question. But the likelihood 
that he would know them is so improbable under all of these circumstances that 
given the length of this deposition I object, so that the record is clear, to the ques- 
tions as they are going on. You are just trolling for information at this point. 

Mr. Wilson. Well, at the extent of drawing this out even further, when individ- 
uals make contributions in excess of $300,000 as their first contribution, it is not 
out of the realms of possibility that somebody has met them, heard of them, come 
across them, seen them, sometime within the past 1-year period. I mean, that’s just 
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my common sense, which obviously from your perspective is not very common. But 
it is a simple one-line question that could have been answered no and we could have 
continued on to the next phrase. That’s all I am interested in. 

Mr. Best. That’s always the response when you point out the improbability of the 
question, that you are wasting more time with the objection. But you have got to 
make the objection so as to perhaps bring this back to a sense of reality. But go 
ahead. Go ahead with your questions. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Are you aware that the President attended a series of coffees held at 
the White House during 1995 and 1996? 

Answer. Only because I have read about them in the newspaper. 

Question. Did you know of the coffees at the time that you were director of NMS? 

Mr. Best. When you say “coffees” now, you must understand that there were a 
whole raft of coffees at the White House, some sponsored by the Democratic Na- 
tional Committee, according to the facts as I know them, some by the Clinton/Gore 
campaign and by other organizations as well. So when you say “coffees,” are you 
only referring to those sponsored by the Democratic National Committee or gen- 
erally coffees with a whole group of other sponsors as well? 

Mr. Wilson. I was being inclusive. 

The Witness. That occurred in 1996? 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 


Question. 1995 and 1996. 

Answer. I was not aware of those coffees occurring while I was in my role as di- 
rector of National Membership Services. 

Question. Did you have any knowledge at the time you were director of NMS that 
the DNC was paying for the costs of coffees held at the White House during 1995? 

Mr. Best. You mean reimbursing for costs? 

Mr. Wilson. Correct. 

The Witness. Well, I wasn’t aware of that. Again, I wasn’t on the fund-raising 
staff and wasn’t — I had nothing to do with the coffees so I wouldn’t know about any 
of the other aspects. 


examination by MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you on any occasion, when you were director of NMS, see any 
memoranda or spreadsheets that alluded to any financial returns from coffees that 
were held at the White House? 

Answer. No. 

Mr. Best. See what a good no does for you. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did you ever have any interaction with Harold Ickes? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Have you met Mr. Ickes? 

Answer. I have met him. 

Question. When have you — when did you first meet Mr. Ickes? 

Answer. Again, I don’t recall specifically when I met him, but — and it could have 
been in either role. You know, you meet someone and then you know you have met 
them. I can’t tell you now, 4 years later, tell you while I was fund-raising or while 
I was director of Membership Services, but I had some occasion to meet him. 

Question. Did Mr. Ickes ever call you when you were the director of NMS? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever call Mr. Ickes when you were director of NMS? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you ever recall Mr. Ickes contacting one of your NMS colleagues di- 
rectly? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you ever recall one of your NMS colleagues contacting Mr. Ickes di- 
rectly? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Did you ever discuss — did you ever have any discussions with colleagues 
at the DNC about contributions or donations to tax-exempt organizations? 

Mr. Lu. While he was a fund-raiser or while he was with NMS? 

Mr. Wilson. Ever. 

Mr. Lu. Ever? Okay. 
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The Witness. I am sorry. Would you repeat the question? 
Mr. Wilson. Could you repeat the question, please. 

[The reporter read back as requested.] 

The Witness. No. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Did the NMS office collect or have any information about teix-exempt 
voter registration organizations? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Do you know what the arts project was? 

Answer. I don’t, based on that title. I mean, if you have a document that might 
refresh my memory, I would be happy to look at it. I mean, is that an official title 
or is that just a term of art? 

Question. There is no mystery. I don’t know, either. So I am asking you. 

Answer. Okay. 

Question. It appears to be a term of art, and if you don’t know, you don’t know. 

Mr. Lu. Counsel, if we are at a breaking point now 

Mr. Wilson. Actually, you will be very happy to know that I have two questions 
and I am happy to take a break. 

Mr. Best. No, I am perfectly happy. 

Mr. Wilson. I will soldier on. 

Mr. Best. March. 

Mr. Lu. Please. 

The Witness. I am not aware of a project officially called the arts project. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you have any knowledge of whether anyone at the DNC, at the time 
you were regional finance director or the time you were director of NMS, provided 
a list of Chinese American trustees to anyone at the Taiwan Economic and Cultural 
Representative Office in the U.S.? 

Answer. I am sorry. Can you repeat the question? 

[The reporter read back as requested.] 

The Witness. I do not. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Have you ever heard the name “Andrew Shi,” S-H-I? 
Answer. No. 

Mr. Wilson. That concludes my round of questioning. 

If you would like to take a break before yours, I would be happy to. 
Mr. Lu. No. I would just as soon we wrap up. 

The Witness. Good. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. LU: 

Question. Mr. Sildon, thank you for coming today. On behalf of the Democratic 
members of the committee, I would like to thank you. I know this has been an impo- 
sition on you and your time, and I will try to keep my questions reasonably brief. 

Answer. Thank you. 

Question. And we will wrap this up. 

Answer. Thank you. 

Question. As I understand your testimony, one of your goals in setting up NMS 
was to separate these services from the finance department; isn’t that correct? 

Answer. That is correct. 

Question. In fact, I believe you have testified that you did not want these services 
to be — or decisions about how these services were to be provided to be based on the 
amount of money that a supporter had contributed; isn’t that correct? 

Answer. That is correct. 

Question. And, in fact, when the supporter called your office asking for assistance 
or asking for a tour to be arranged, you didn’t check first to see how much money 
that supporter had given. 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. In fact, I believe you testified that you did not even have access to that 
type of financial information. 

Answer. That’s also correct. 

Question. And I believe, if my understanding is correct, that’s why throughout this 
deposition you have been using the term “supporter” or “constituent” as opposed to 
“contributor” when you talk about the type of services that your office provides. 
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Answer. That’s correct. 

Question. Isn’t it true that the arrangements your office made for supporters were 
similar to the types of services that a Congressman or Senator’s office would make 
for his or her constituents? 

Answer. I had worked on the Hill for 7 years. I understood about constituent serv- 
ice. You don’t — you don’t ask someone when they call a Member of Congress’ office 
if they made a contribution to a recent campaign or election. I just — if people need 
help, I want to try to provide it. 

If someone contacted me, that’s correct, I tried to simply take the request and ful- 
fill it regardless or irregardless of other factors, such as contributions. 

Question. And would I be correct in guessing that the Republican National Com- 
mittee probably provides the same types of services that the DNC or Congressman 
or Senator’s office also provides for its supporters? 

Answer. That’s not only correct but a lot of the impetus for starting a program 
like this was because they had done that as well, and they had paved the way and 
we understood that those kinds of opportunities existed and had been done so in 
the past. 

Question. And when you say that they paved the way, can you elaborate for me 
on what types of services you are aware of that the RNC provided for its supporters? 

Answer. I had seen a brochure of a group called Team 100 and the Eagles, which 
talked about all of these opportunities people would have, you know, with the Presi- 
dent and, you know, be it tours or going to events. I was simply interested in mov- 
ing this away from the finance division of the DNC and being responsive to people 
just as previous — previous — previously had been done by the RNC. 

Question. Just so the record is clear, when you were talking about Team 100 and 
the Eagles have access to the President, you meant President Bush or President 
Reagan? 

Answer. Correct. Correct. And I had seen that in brochures that the RNC had put 
out. 

Question. Can you recall any other types of, for lack of a better word, perks that 
were available that the RNC provided to its supporters that you read about in those 
brochures? 

Answer. Well, I really don’t recall others that they offered that we didn’t offer or 
vice versa. They were very different administrations, you know, with different staff 
and a different President. It just — it was trjdng to respond to the fact that we now 
were looking for ways to be responsive to our constituents, just as the RNC had al- 
ways been, just as when I worked on Capitol Hill when a constituent contacted a 
Member’s office and they wanted information or to be pointed in the right direction. 

You know, this program, everybody keeps talking about this program, and I won’t 
belabor this point, but everybody keeps talking about this program that we were 
putting people in radio addresses and doing these other things. We were doing 
things like helping an out-of-towner figuring out what is a good Italian restaurant 
to go to in Washington or what is something interesting so their kids won’t be bored 
all weekend long when they come to town or what is appropriate for a 5-year-old 
to do versus a teenager to do. 

Our program did so much more than just radio addresses and putting people in 
South Lawn events, as we discussed this morning. Our program was to try to be 
responsive to anyone. We were the catchall when somebody called the DNC; nobody 
knew who to turn to, let’s have them be able to talk to National Membership Serv- 
ices. Maybe they will have an idea for them. 

We have got a list of 50 fun things to do in Washington, D.C., that we could send 
any constituent who called. It didn’t matter if they wrote a $100,000 check or, you 
know, they were just some little old man out in the Midwest who was coming to 
Washington for the first time. 

That’s why we started the program and I did not want it to be tied to money. 
That’s why I left the finance department. That’s specifically the reason why I talked 
to the chairman and, as I previously testified, to Martha Phipps and to my former 
boss, Nancy Jacobson, and we decided to move it out of the department, because 
it didn’t have to do with money. And we didn’t want there to be this perception that 
we were telling people where to eat or trying to help them get a tour at the White 
House simply because they wrote a check. 

Question. And I don’t mean to belittle the work your office did, but it sounds as 
if a lot of the services your office provided were similar to what perhaps a hotel con- 
cierge would provide. 

Answer. Exactly right. 

Question. Let me just go back for another second or to the discussion we just had 
about the RNC’s services. Would it surprise you if I told you that the RNC had spe- 
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cial briefings for administration, Bush administration briefings, for its large contrib- 
utors? 

Answer. It doesn’t surprise me because I know it happened. 

Question. Do you know a specific example in which that happened? 

Answer. Well, I have knowledge from my days when I was a lobbyist for the Na- 
tional Federation of Independent Business that I would go to White House briefings 
on the fourth floor of the OEOB when, you know, the — I mean, there was one time 
when President Bush himself came, but where they would have, you know, some- 
body from the — you know, Carla Hills was at one of the briefings, and I just — you 
know, that’s what they did. They held briefings, and I sat in those briefings when 
I was a lobbyist, and I also knew from people who were supporters of the DNC, who 
would, you know, look, a lot of these people are interested on both sides. So they — 
you know, they supported the RNC and they supported the DNC and they would 
come say to us, look over at the RNC, they are doing all of these things for us; you 
guys have got to get on the hall; you guys need to be responsive to our interests 
as well. 

Question. And would it surprise you if I told you that the RNC had staff members 
who also arranged services or performed services, made arrangements for its large 
contributors or arranged meetings with Members of Congress? 

Answer. It would not surprise me. 

Question. Did your office ever provide services to a supporter so that supporter 
might encourage foreign nationals to contribute money? 

Answer. Absolutely not. In fact, I knew that was illegal anyway, so we certainly 
wouldn’t have done anything for those reasons. 

Question. And to your knowledge was there ever any communication or any hints 
from the President or the Vice President that the DNC should use their office in 
that way to encourage foreign nationals to give contributions? 

Answer. No. And to follow up on something you said a minute ago, and I don’t 
think it belittles the program either, I doubt the President or the Vice President 
even knew our little shop existed. We were there to provide constituent service to 
all kinds of people. I am pretty certain they did not know that this little shop of 
three people was over at the DNC helping people figure out a good restaurant to 
go to or who should come to the South Lawn along with 6,000 other people to see 
Boris Yeltsin shake the President’s hand. 

Question. At the time your office made tour arrangements and provided other 
services, we have talked about Charlie Trie today, Johnny Chung, Pauline 
Kanchanalak, had there been any news stories, media accounts about them? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Can you estimate for me the number of requests for all types of services 
that your office received during the time that you worked there? Would it be fair 
to say it was thousands? 

Answer. Yes. Which is part of the reason I have a difficult time recalling when 
all of these names are asked. We probably had, no exaggeration, 3 dozen requests 
a day, or a couple dozen requests a day for, again, all kinds of things. We were usu- 
ally some of the last people there, because we were at 7:00 or 8:00 at night still 
trying to be responsive to people, whether we were able to get them that White 
House tour the next day or where they should go to dinner or something upcoming 
that weekend. 

We had dozens and dozens of requests that had nothing to do even with politics, 
you know, a golf course to play on, you know, did we have a connection to help 
somebody get a ticket to a sold-out Orioles game because they were coming to town? 
I mean, just all kinds of little things that every project took 20 minutes. And we 
had 3 dozen a day to do. 

Question. So as far as you know, there was no reason your office should treat Mr. 
Trie, Mr. Chung, Ms. Kanchanalak, any different from these thousands of other re- 
quests that you received? 

Answer. Correct, because at the time I certainly was not aware of the things that 
now, because of recent newspaper articles in 1997, 2 years after I left the DNC, I 
have since learned. But at the time they were supporters, just as I have said before, 
the little old man from out in the Midwest who did door hangings before elections 
every 2 years for the last 50 years, just as he was a supporter. It was my responsi- 
bility to be responsive to all supporters of the DNC. And that’s why — and I didn’t 
have access to the money. I didn’t know how much these people gave, and it wasn’t 
an issue because money wasn’t an issue. I took care of — I didn’t take care of Pauline 
Kanchanalak or any of the people that you have previously mentioned, frankly I 
don’t think I did anything for them, but I wouldn’t have taken care of them any 
better than I would have somebody that the DNC Political provided to me or the 
Office of State Chairs or any of the other departments. They all were important to 
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me. It was my job to try to respond to as many requests as I could do, to try to 
be responsive and fulfill these people’s requests. 

Question. I believe you have also testified that you were involved in trying to ac- 
quire Mr. Chung’s photos from the Presidential radio address. Is that correct? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. And at that time, or any time when you worked at NMS, did you have 
any suspicion that he might be an agent for the Chinese government? 

Answer. No, absolutely not. He just — he just was — just, I think, always looking 
to speak to someone, you know, and for awhile I was talking to him and after me 
I am sure there was somebody else and probably somebody else. I had no knowledge 
of his — the question that you asked. I would not have known that. 

Question. I just have a few more questions. These are some questions that one 
of the Members on our committee has asked that we ask all the deponents. 

If you could just hold on a second. 

If I can, before I do that, let me just jump back a second to some of the answers 
you just gave me. You mentioned that when you were at — when you were legislative 
representative for a group here in town that you attended some special briefings at 
the Bush White House. Isn’t that correct? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. And you mentioned one specific briefing with the President, President 
Bush, another one with Carla Hills. Can you give me — can you think of any other 
specific examples of briefings that you attended with Bush administration officials? 

Answer. I have a vague recollection of also attending a briefing, a labor-related 
briefing, up on the fourth floor of the OEOB. But I — I don’t recall specifically who 
was there or what the — what the topic of the briefing was. 

Mr. Lu. Actually, can we go off the record for just a minute, please. 

[Off the record discussion.] 

Mr. Lu. Let’s go back on the record. Could you read back the last part of his an- 
swer. 

[The reporter read back as requested.] 

EXAMINATION BY MR. LU: 

Question. Were these briefings that you attended because your organization had 
given money to the RNC or to other Republican groups? 

Answer. Well, I am not sure I could say that that is the reason why. We were 
involved in legislative efforts that were similar to legislative objectives and interests 
of the Bush White House, and so we were, as one of the friendly organizations, in- 
vited to substantive issue briefings, updates, at the White House. 

Question. I believe you also mentioned earlier, when I asked you some questions, 
that you knew of some DNC supporters that had also supported the RNC and that 
some of these — sometimes these DNC supporters told you about the services that 
had been provided to them by the RNC. Are you ahle to describe for me any of those 
types of services that those supporters mentioned? 

Answer. Well, one supporter mentioned that he was ahle to play tennis on the 
South Lawn at the White House, and that was certainly something I was not aware 
would even be a remote possibility. And as it turned out, I did not ever really pur- 
sue that ability, that opportunity. I didn’t get people into the White House so they 
could go play tennis on the South Lawn, but I was told that the Bush administra- 
tion had — that President Bush had allowed people to come over and play tennis 
with him, with others, on the tennis court. 

Question. And other than playing tennis on the South Lawn, can you recall any 
other services that these supporters had mentioned that the RNC had provided 
them? 

Answer. Well, I thought I remembered that actually supporters got to fly on Air 
Force One, but, again, that was not something that I was responsible for at the 
DNC so that didn’t really matter. And I don’t recall specifically all the things that 
were said, but somebody handed me the Team 100 and Eagles brochure from prior 
to 1993 when President Bush was — and his administration were here in town, and 
it showed a variety of these benefits. 

Question. Some of which the DNC provided and some of which the DNC did not 
provide? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. As I stated earlier, one of the Democratic Members of our committee 
has asked us to ask all the deponents some questions and they are pretty standard 
questions. 
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Have you been asked by any other official investigative body to testify or provide 
evidence on any of the fund-raising or other matters being investigated by this com- 
mittee? 

Answer. No. 

Question. So you have not been interviewed or deposed by the Senate Govern- 
mental Affairs Committee? 

Answer. I have not. 

Question. Or the Department of Justice? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. And I assume, because you are not a current employee, you also did not 
provide any documents to this committee? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. Although I believe you said you searched your own personal records for 
those documents. 

Answer. I was told I needed to do that to see if I had any documents, and if I 
had them I would have been happy to provide them, but I didn’t think I did. 

Question. And have you received any requests to provide documents or be inter- 
viewed or be deposed by any other investigative body in the future? 

Answer. No. 

Question. Can you estimate how much time — how much of your time you have 
spent in preparing and attending this deposition? 

Answer. Besides the daily anxiety of anticipating a deposition and then my depo- 
sition last week being postponed because the morning deposition was running too 
long? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. You know, I have been here all day and I have had to have two meetings 
with counsel, rearrange schedules. I actually was supposed to be out of town today, 
flying back in this morning actually, but I flew in yesterday so I could make this 
deposition. So time wise, you know, 15 or 20 hours. 

Question. And I think you told us at the outset of your deposition that you are 
self-employed as a consultant? 

Answer. Correct. 

Question. So in terms of any costs to your employer, those would be really costs 
to you? 

Answer. True. But my costs is that I am not working today and I am not either 
seeking clients, which are my sole source of income, and I am not working for the 
few clients I have to help them, you know, finish up projects I am working on for 
them. 

Question. Has this committee offered to reimburse you for your time and/or ex- 
penses? 

Answer. Not that I am aware of. 

Question. If it is available, will you seek reimbursement from this committee for 
your expenses? 

Answer. Probably not. I don’t know. I would like to reserve judgment on that. At 
this time, that’s not something that I was considering. 

Mr. Lu. No further questions. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. Was there any distinction between the types of events that you helped 
people attend at the White House in terms — and that’s a self-imposed distinction, 
a hierarchy where one was more important than another in your mind? 

Mr. Best. Do you want him to distinguish in terms of importance? Is that what 
you are saying? 

Mr. Wilson. I am asking whether the NMS staff prioritized or had a hierarchy 
of the different types of events that you helped people — facilitated for people. 

The Witness. I would say only one kind of event would be considered more impor- 
tant to us than any other, and that’s a State dinner, and they are obviously impor- 
tant enough that the guest lists are published in the Washington Post and it is al- 
ways a big story in the Style section when there is a State dinner. Other than 
that — and this President hasn’t done many State dinners. He didn’t do one his en- 
tire first year in 1993, so they are much more few and far between compared to 
other kinds of events. 

Beyond that, no, all events are the same. 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. You mentioned earlier that Mr. Chung’s laundry list of requests was — 
it is my words, not yours, but somewhat farfetched. Were you aware of any other 
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requests by DNC supporters that were simply deemed inappropriate? And I am not 
asking whether they were not possible but just simply inappropriate. 

Mr. Best. Deemed by him inappropriate? 

Mr. Wilson. Deemed by Mr. Sildon to be inappropriate. 

The Witness. Requested of me? 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 


Question. Correct. 

Answer. Since some requests may have come in that DNC staff never submitted 
to me? 

Question. Yes. 

Answer. Well, I don’t — I don’t recall. I certainly don’t recall. There either may 
have been some — I am sure there were some. I am sure there were requests that 
came in that you just looked at and went, I don’t think so, but I don’t recall specifi- 
cally such requests. 

Question. Do you recall requests being made by individuals that any of your DNC 
colleagues thought were inappropriate because of who the person was who was mak- 
ing the request? 

Answer. Not that I am aware of. 

Question. Was there any distinction that you knew of, when you were at both 
NMS and in your position as regional finance director, where there were distinctions 
drawn between facilitating meetings for a policy nature or for doing something that 
was more of a spectator sport type of request, for example, going on a tour or vis- 
iting a building? 

Answer. I am sorry. I actually need you to rephrase the question. 

Question. I don’t think anybody would have understood that question, was there 
a distinction drawn by anybody at the DNC that you knew of, for the entire time 
that you were there, between the types of events that involved meeting with policy- 
type employees and simply attending events or going to look at a building? 

Mr. Best. Are you characterizing a meeting with a policy-type official as an 
event? 

Mr. Wilson. Yes. 

The Witness. I want to make sure I understand the question. 

It appears to me what you are asking is, did I weight equally, providing — helping 
provide a tour and meeting with an administration official? Is that your question? 
I want to make sure. Is that your question? 

EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 


Question. Right. 

Answer. No, I would say I probably would not have weighted those equally. 

First of all, again, I very, very seldom asked to arrange for a meeting for someone, 
but if I was, and there was — first of all, I didn’t arrange any meetings. All I did 
was forwarded information on to an office on behalf of some constituent for that of- 
fice to decide whether or not they wanted to take a meeting. 

But if I was asked on the same day to help get somebody a tour and to help for- 
ward information along for a meeting, I would certainly do the tour without quali- 
fication and I would want to — I would want someone to tell me that I was supposed 
to make a call for a meeting. 

Again, I did it so seldom, but when I did do it, it would have been because there 
was some reasonable explanation for why this person needed to or wanted to meet 
with that person in the administration. And it was not for any reason other than 
whatever they put in their letter to whoever they sent a letter to at the DNC that 
got forwarded to me that I simply put in a fax and sent along. Then at that point 
it was up to that administration office to decide whether or not they wanted to have 
a meeting. 

Question. Were you aware of any guidelines when it came to facilitating a meeting 
between a DNC supporter and an administration official? 

Answer. Self-imposed guidelines, DNC guidelines? 

Question. Either self-imposed or written or verbal or any type of guidelines. 

Answer. Again, I wasn’t tr3dng to arrange meetings. I was simply forwarding let- 
ters. 

Question. Were you aware of any guidelines? 

Mr. Best. With regard to forwarding letters? 

Mr. Wilson. No, with regard to facilitating meetings with administration officials. 

The Witness. Can I have just a moment? 

Mr. Wilson. Absolutely. 

[Witness conferring with counsel.] 
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The Witness. Okay. When I received a request, I would only forward requests 
along that were not competitive in nature where it looked like the DNC was rep- 
resenting one company, corporation, individual versus others in any kind of — if 
there was — we weren’t allowed to — if somebody had a contract with the Federal 
Government, we weren’t allowed to contact that agency on their behalf. We weren’t 
allowed to — in that sense, there were those guidelines. But those weren’t the kinds 
of things that ever came to me. I mean, that’s not what people were bringing to me 
when someone from the Office of Political Affairs at the DNC or whatever would 
hand carry over a letter and say, I received this letter, it is addressed to me but 
I want to pass it on to you, can you forward it on to so and so in the administration? 
And, sure, put a cover note on it and say, this has been sent to us, we are sending 
it to you. This person would appreciate having a chance to talk to her. Here is their 
phone number. It is up to you. 

But I certainly didn’t forward things along if it had to do with — they had a bid 
or a contract with the government. I mean, another guidelines is, we weren’t sup- 
posed to ever contact the Department of State, the Department of Justice or the De- 
fense Department. I mean, those were just hands-off agencies. We weren’t going to 
get involved in foreign policy decisions or recommending people, anything, at the 
State Department, Justice Department or Defense Department. We just wouldn’t 
even consider forwarding it, even a letter, even just a letter that someone wanted 
to send out. 


EXAMINATION BY MR. WILSON: 

Question. How would you know if somebody had a contract with the Federal Gov- 
ernment? 

Answer. In that sense, I probably wouldn’t. I wouldn’t know if someone had a con- 
tract, but if in a letter it said, we would like to talk to you about the contract which 
we have with you, which — I don’t know whatever they could say in the letter, that 
would be something that I wouldn’t forward along. 

But, sure, you are right, if — this didn’t happen but if the chairman of a large cor- 
poration like AT&T called me and said he wanted a meeting, I wouldn’t know 
whether they have or don’t have a contract unless the text of the letter said we 
want to talk about it. 

Question. Do you know if the DNC made any attempt to screen political contribu- 
tors from meeting with administration policy staff? 

Mr. Best. Screening? What do you mean by “screening”? 

Mr. Wilson. To either seek to learn what their interests were or — I will leave 
that — seek to learn what their interests were before they went to do whatever it 
is they were going to do. 

Mr. Best. You are assuming that such meetings took place? 

Mr. Wilson. Yes. 

The Witness. I don’t know, because, again, I — I certainly wasn’t involved really 
in this aspect. And I didn’t set up meetings. You know, I forwarded a couple of let- 
ters along during the course of 2 years in the job role. So I appreciate the question 
you are asking me. Since I had very little, if any, experience with it in the first 
place I certainly don’t know about the pre-vetting process for any of the other kinds 
of meetings that might have been set up by others. 

As we discussed before, there were a lot of people at the DNC who had relation- 
ships around the administration and they would just call. They would call on their 
own. 


examination by MR. WILSON: 

Question. Do you know of any situations where the DNC made an attempt to pro- 
hibit a political contributor from meeting with any administration policy staff? 
Answer. No. I don’t know of — no, I don’t know of such a situation. 

Mr. Wilson. Thank you very much on behalf of the Majority. I appreciate your 
coming here and taking your time to speak with us. 

I don’t mean to cut this off. 

Mr. Lu. We have nothing. Thank you. 

Mr. Wilson. Thank you very much. 

[Whereupon, at 3:45 p.m., the deposition was concluded.] 

[The exhibits referred to follow:] 
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TO: 

FROM 

DATE: 

RE: 


TTie following individuals did not pick-up their tickets for the State Arrival Ceremony for 
President Boris Yeltsin on Tuesday, September 27, 1994: 


Robert Clay 

Marlyn Cohen 

Mike Cooney 

Joan Coplan 

Susan Dahlquist 

James Davidson 

Elizabeth Dozoretz 

Willard Dupree 

Rufus Edmiste 

Paul Equale 

Pat Frank 

Don Fowler 

Joan Furlong 

George Gilliam 

Page Gilliam 

William Green 

Dan A. Gwadoski 

Maria Haley 

John Huang 

William Itoh 

Robert Keefe 

Malcolm Lee 

Boyd Lewis 


Kathleen Linehan 

Herbert Mabry 

Mary Maralil 

Hani Masri 

Gerald McEntec 

Francis Moore 

Patrick Murphy 

Lawrence O’Brien 

NeU Offen 

Carol Pensky 

Babcttc Penton 

Gary Perkin son 

Anthony Podesta 

William Pound 

Thomas Quinn 

Barclay Resler 

Linda Rhodes 


Elizabeth Robbins 

Nancy RoUnick 

Emily Scheyer 

Eric Schnurer 

Rick Stafford 

Ronald Stowe 

Susan Stout 

Carmelo Velez 

Clay Vigoda 

Milton WeUs 

William WeUs 

Marvin Wilson 

Grover Wrenn 

Susan Wrenn 

Phil Yun 


MEMORANDUM 
State Arrival Coordinating Committee 
Eric SLIdon 
September 27, 1994 

Yeltsin State Arrival Ceremony Attendance 
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The following individuals accepted their invitations for the State Arrival Ceremony for President 
Boris Yeltsin, and later cancelled: 


Michael Bird 
Grover Bynum 
Jack Moore 
Linda Tarr- Whelan 


Thomas Blood 
Robert Elkins 
Bob Rose 


Loretta Bowen 
Leon Lynch 
Mark Weiner 
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